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VERY liberal man muft regret, with the
Right Honourable Author of the Reply,
h

at no atiempt can be now made to convey ac-
curate information to the people, on fubjeéts the
moft important to their interefts, without an im-
mediate imputation of felfith motives, or finifter
purpofes.

A lamentation, ¢ that the public mind thould
““be poifoned by the artful infinuations of defign-
“ing men, whofe ambitious views are promoted
“ by encouraging deception,” comes with peculiar
propriety from the avowed apologift of the late
conceflions ro Ireland, and the ftrenueus opponent
of the prefent arrangements, which proceeded
from them.

The Reply is as confidently attributed to the
late paymafter general as his text is to a gentle-
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man in office: but it is of little confequence to the
world, whether-there is any-ground for either of
thefe imputations.” It is, however, always of im-
portance to deteét the defigns of fattion, to expofe
the mifreprefentations of fallacy, and to eftablifh
in their place real fa&s and juft reafonings, as the
only means of judging in refpect to interelting mea-
fures and public men.

To point out every difingenuity of the Right
Honourable Author, or to exhibit every fubfti-
tution of words of his own for the words of Hhis
text, Which occur in almoft eveéry page of his reply,
would be a tafk as tedious and wnprofitable as i
would be dull. In difcuffing, however, this fub-
je&, it is impoflible not to recolleét the juft fenti-
ments of Mr. Eden on a fimilar occafion. “ We
““ muft diveft ourfelves,” faid he to Lord Carlifle #,
“ of all prejudices contrafted from the popular
¢ altercations of the day; we mult endeavour to
¢ enter upon the fubjeét with as much benevolence,
“ and as little ‘partiality, as may be compatible
“ with the’ juft ‘interefls of the Society to which
“.we belong.  The with, indeed, of“all good and
¢ prudent men, both in Great Britain and Ireland,
“ muttbe, tothun.with abhorrenceallthe outrageous
¢ delirium incident to national queftions, and to
“ promote only that conftitutional warmth, whick
“ may adt kindly and with an invigorating in-
“ fluence in both kingdoms.” b

When Mr. Eden wrote thus,—* The growing
¢ diftrefles’ of Ireland had overpowered the en-
¢ deavours of Great Britain to avert them ;” and
we were then loudly told, That nothing fhort of a
free.trade could give relief. - In the general anxiery.

* Letter 4 Nov. 1779. ‘
to
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to affift Ireland, the Houfe of Commons re-founded
with the cry:  Let Ireland have a free frades
“ fince there is trade enough for every nation on
¢ earth, if all impolitic reftri@ions were removed :
“ For, whatever promotes the commerce of Ire-

““ land will alternately promote that of Great-

“ Britain *.” T -

Lord North himfelf was at length roufed by the
fpicit of the times. He refolved to grant a free
and " equal trade to Ireland. Baut, the fame irre-
folution, which brought about the independence
of the Colonies, at the expence:of an,_ hundred
millions, produced a change of his_original pur-
pofe. And the export of glafs and woollens, to-
gether with the trade to the Levant, to Africa,
to the Weft-Indies, and to America, were only
granted 1 to the requefts of Ireland for a free
wrade. &

It may, however, be obferved, that it was not
then generally agreed (and ftill lefs is it now) what
ought to be comprehended under the expreffion,
Free Trade. *° It is impoffible,” faid Mr. Eden to
Lord Carlifle, * in the nature of Commerce, .to
“ decide, without a full inveftigation of the {ubje&,

what can be meant, or ought to be meant, by
““ a free trade.”—* Do the Irith mean to afk a
 free trade to Britain, their ‘manufalures and
produce, when imported, being fubjett to no
other duties than the like manufa&ures and pro-
duce of our own!”—It is pretty well known,
that Mr. Eden’s letters to Lord Carlifle formed Tee
Treafury Pamphlet of their day. Written, as they
certainly were, in concert with the minifter, he
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* See ]}ebretl’s Debates, during the Seffion of 1779-80.
%+ By 20 Geo. I1l. ch. 6. 10. 18.
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furely knew, when he conveyed his wifhes, his own
mtention for the moment at leaft. It is therefore
evident, that the original plan of Lord North and
the prefent arrangements of Mr. Pitt are nearly the
fame: Yet, this pofition is no where ftated in the text
of the Right Honourable Commentator, though,
confiftent with truth, it might have been fafely
done, ‘had it been of any importance, in forming
a true judgement of meafures which require no
fuch feeble fupport.
- Our very confiftent Commentator, who had fo
often reprobated Lord North’s want of wifdom
and efficacy, now ftoutly contends, that the Irith
bufinefs was concerted on fyftem; that Lord North
did  poflefs fufficient energy and power to perfe&
his plan ; that his arrangements have been carried
uninterruptedly into full execution ¥. Yet Mr.
Eden told the Houfe of Commons a very different
1ale,in April, 1782,0f “the alarming fituation of Ire-
“land 4.”—* The difcontents and jealoufies of Ire-
“ land,” faid Mr. Secretary Fox, on that occafion,
“ have rifen to be very dangerous and alarming.”—
The' pretenfions of the Irith comprehended, ac-
cording to this Minifter, not only their commercial
rights and privileges, but alfo the legiflative
power and royalty J.—Whatever blame there might
be

* Seep. 22<li2 .

+ dee Debret’s Debates, vol. VII. p. 2.—Mr. Eden’s mo-
tion for the repeal of the obnoxious Declaratory A&.

¥ See_Debret’s Debates, vol. VIL p.24-5.  On the gth
day of April, 1782, M. Secretary Fox, who had been only a
tew days in ofiice, delivered the following ‘meflage from his
Majeity to the Houfe: ¢¢ His Majefty being concerned to find
** that difcontents and jealoufies are prevailing among his loyal
** fubjects in Lieland, upon matters of great weight and con-
* fequence, earnefily recommends to this Hoafe 1o take the
* ¢ fame
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be difcovered in the bufinefs, Mr. Fox did not im-
pute a particle of it to Ireland’; “ but laid it all
“at the door 'of the late Adminiftration.”
“ Yert,” fays the Right Honourable Coadjutor of
thefe Right Honourable Members, < “Ireland
* broke out into raptures of Joy and exultation ;
“ and bonfires and illuminations were the teftimo-
** mies which fhe gave of that benefit, which, our
“ author tells us, had loft its effet.”—Upon whart
authority then, he afks, is it, that the New Syftem
has been formed at the defire of Ireland #»

He may be anfwered, on the acknowledgement
of his affociates in party, and the authority of
fa&ts. The firft fentiment of the Irifh, under Lord
Carlifle’s adminiftration was fear,” fays Mr.
Eden 4, ““that the fame power which had conferred
“ a free trade might refort back again to the com-
* mercial monopoly that had juft been broken.”
Thefe commercial jealonfies role, according to Mr.,
Fox I, “ to an alarming’ degree.” Lord North-
ington was fent to govern Ireland, without carry-
ing with him commercial yedrefs of commercial
grievances. And, under his adminiitration, her
jealoufies continued, and her confufions increafed.
The fhelves of office are loaded with this Lord
Licutenant’s difpatches, conveying the Irith con-

‘“ fame into their moft ferious confideration, in order to {uch
““a final adjuftment as may give a mutual fatisfalion to both
¢ kingdoms.”—Mj. Secretary explained to the Houfe thar thefe

difcontents comprebended commercial grievances.  Yer, no
commercial vedrefs was given,

* Reply, p.16—14.

+ See his famous Speech on the Sih of April 1782, De-
bret’s Debates; vol. V]I, p- 2.

II\S?'}; his Speech on the fubfequent day. Debrett's Dcbates,
vol, 5 £ P. 25.

{tru&ions
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fiructions of the aé of navigation, and praying
for Lecave to fend American produdts from their
ports to Britain,  His adminiftration was pelftered
with pamphlets on their commercial grievances by
the ableft Members of the krith Parliament. Pro-
tefting duties were thereupon moved for, as ad-
equate redrefs was ftill with-held. The Members
who refited thefe motions were infalted by the
populace, and were obliged to alk for the protec-
tion of the military, Non-importation agrecments
were inftantly adopted.  And. thefe tumultuary
remedies were adminiftered by violences the moft
fhocking to the feelings, and ‘moft terrible to the
apprehenfions, of peaceful citizens. Foreign
powers thought they faw the American troubles
renewed in Ireland. And every difcerning fo-
reigner became convineed, before the end of the
year 1783, that the fame fteps would conduét Ire-
land to a fimilar ftacion of abfolute independence.
Yet, our candid Commentator infifts *, that her
“ wifhes were gratified, and her complaints re-
“ moved.”

In this {pirit he affures us -, ¢ that Lord North’s
¢ conceflions were granted in confequence of an
« Juthorized communication between the two nas
“ tions :—but, the prefent negotiation has been
“ carriecd on more like a dark and dangerous can=
« {piracy again(t both ftares.” Rlinded by his
zeal of oppofition, our Commentator {ees no objeft
inies juft light.  He does not confider the Refolves
and Addrefs of the Britith Parliament to the King
as-any authority. The neceflity, arifing from the
“ alirming ftate of Ireland,” is no juftification, it
feemns, of a meafure of redrefs. The ardent de-

* P, 16. % Ibid.
fires
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fires of two kingdoms, that thei future intege
courfe might be finally fettled, are as little worthy
of notice. And the two minifters of great truft
and refponfibility, in each kitgdom, who adjufted
the outlines of this difficult bufinefs, are, in our
Author’s difpaffionate judgement ¥, « dark and
*¢ dangerous confpirators.”

But, he COIBpﬁliﬂQ"", € shat the fectet of this
¢ adjultmient was preferved witli the wtmoft care,”
Aund, in the fame breath, he warmly recommends
“ Lords Sheflield’s Ufleful Oblervations;” which
were publithed with the avowed defign of expofing
the arrangentents before they were opened in the
Lrith Parliament. His lordfhip too laments, that the
important bufinefs was concealed from the public,
and yet * reafons on the general notoriety of thofe
* meafures §,” which were thus kept fecret. It is
not fo eafy then, as oui {agacious Cothmentator
Imagines, 1o keep a (erer in ¢ this end of Europe.”
v tight have been expeed, fays the Right
Honourable Commentator ||, in the fame tone of
confidenee and candour; ¢ that a Secretary of the
* Treafury would have paid fome atentioii to the
“‘ revenue.” It was not neceffary to be in fuch a
ftation to difcover, in difcufling the Irith arrange-
ments, that the revenue would in no poflible way
be materially affeGted by  them : for, in dire&
drawbacks, duties, and bounties, the amount is too

£ 8 X 4 + Ibid.

3 Sce Lord Sheffield’s Prefatory Advertifement, p: 2. which
is dated the 25th of Jan. 1785. The Refolutions of the Irifh
Parliament were pafled on the 1ath of February thereafer,
8o that his Lordthip bad kad time previous to the 25th of luna-

ary; to wiite his huge pamphier, atter he knew the great outs
lines of the propofed arrangements,

N O N . _
B trifl ng
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trifling to deferve mention : and, with refpeftito
frngeling, no new facility will be thereby created.
The Report of the Commiffioners of the Cuftoms
has eftablithed this point very decidedly, as'to the
revenue of cuftoms. The Commiffioners of Excife
have ftated, indeed, apprehenfions of danger, from
drawbacks being hereafter allowed of the duties
on foreign fpirits ; and, departing from the line of
their duty, they call updn the Welt/India Mer-
chants to attend to their peculiar interefts on 2
yioint which they had already refolved could not
offet them : but as, from-their official fituation,
the Commiffioners of Excife muft doubtlefs have
reprefented their apprehenfions, ‘on that fubjedt,
previoufly to the Minifter, it is impoflible to doubt
his having gudrded againft any inconvenience
which might arife from the drawbacks on foreign
fpirits, if it had evenvefcdped his notice before.
'Fhere can, indeed, be no reafon afligned, why the
duties’ fhould net be retained on the exportation
of that article-in both the kingdoms ; as this re-
tention would fecure the revenue of each. The
danger of importing foreign rum is not very ap-
parent, confidering, that it has never been an ar-
ticle for fale, 10 any extent, in the foreign Weit
Indies; and that the importation of it is equally
prohibited’in Ircland, as it is in Britain.

* The Gommillioners of Excife have made another
obfervation, which gives room for a comment, if
refpect for fuch a board did not prevent it. ~They
remarked, ¢ that the {fmuggler, knowing the re-
¢ {ource of regular importation will be always ready

- % for him, may be tempted before he comes to the

¢ Cuftom houfe to try his fuccefs upon the open

“ coaft, convinced that, if be fucceeds, his.gairi
“ wil
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“ will be double, and that if he is difappointed he
¢ will be {till upon a footing with the Englifh Ma-
“ nufa&urer.” It is'impoffible the Commiffioners
could- have confidered, that the fraudulent trader
has now precifely the fame opportunity of running
goods from Ireland, that he will have hereafter, if
it can be worth any one’s while to try the experi-

ent : -a perfon, who even now brings contraband
goods in a trading veflel from Ireland, with defign
to run them, may, if he fails in the attempt on his
voyage to the place of delivery, reportfuch goods
for exportation on his arrival, whereby he niay
avoid a feizure: if the prohibition were removed,
he might report his contraband goods for an en-
try ; which being the only difference, he has the
fame chance of faving his cargo in either cafe.

From conliderations as to the revenue, our very
temperate Commentator  bewails ¢ the unprece-
¢ dented fituation inte hich the two countries are
“ thrown by the rath and inconfiderate condud of a
‘¢ young man, who determines without knowledge,
¢ or experience, and who fcorns to feek, or receive
“ advice.”—It was, doubtlefs, very wrong nor to
alk the fage counfels-of the Right Honourable Au-
thor of the Reply : ‘much might have been learned
from a legiflatory whofe laws deteat their own execu-
tion ; from.an wrator, who has fpoken, till he is
no longer heard ; from a placeman, who gained
{fuch credit by reftoring officers, who had been
convited  of, peculation; from a reformer, who
has reformed kitchens, till the reform of the Con-
ftitution<is neglected. And our very confiftent
Commentator, whofe [pecches and pamphlets againit
Lord North’s meafures are (ill remembered, had

B2 been
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been fpared the blufh of declaring * ¢ how happy
¢ it had been for the peace of the empire, if the
“ wife, temperate, and cautious proceedings of
¢« Lord North’s days had been imitated by the
“ prefent adminiftration,”

LET us now examine the two general heads,
into which the late Paymafter has chofen to divide
the chief ftrength of his Reply :

1ft, Whether the navigation, or trade, of Great-
Britain, is likely to be affeted in any material
degree, if the produce of Africa and America
fhould be peimitted to be fent from Ireland to this
country?

2dly, Whether the produce and manufattures
of Ireland will be able to enter into competition
with the produce and manufaltures of this country
in our own markets, if the Irith fhould be per-
mitted to bring them here on the payment of
equalizing duties, with all the charges of im-
Portation?-_

It has been proved, ¢ That the profpeét of ad-
s« vantages to Ireland are not particularly fatter-
¢ jog in this part of the arrangement.” Our in-
dignant Author was thence induced to inquire 1 ¢
« If Ireland is to gain no advantage, why is fhe
¢« reprefented as contending the point with fuch
¢¢ garneftnefs, or rather with {o commanding a tone,

. % P, 24 : + P. 36,
&3 L
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# that we dare not deny her.” It is eafy for dife
putants to obtain a momentary triumph, by fhifting
the terms of their adverfary. |

Ireland, ftanding now an equal ground, muft be
allowed to be the only judge of her own interefts,
it fhe choofzs to fend her linens to a diftant marker
of doubtful fale, inftead of a neighbouring one of
certain advantage, wnatever we may think of her
prudence, we muft allow, that fhe basa right to
follow her inclination. If fhe defires to fend her
furplufes of American produce to Britain, in the
infancy of her traffick, where fhe mult meer the
powerful competition of the Rritith fadtors, in the
improved ftate of their commerce; whatever we
may think of the probability of her fuccefs, we
muft admit her right ta determine for herfelf. In
any event, the prefent inequality is painful and
humiliating to a people who have jult been re-
ftored to an equal ftation, Whether the navi-
gation {yftem is beft underflood by the one Author
or the other, and to which of them ignorance and
jmpudence is moft defervedly applied, muft be left
ta the public to decide. Certain it is, our greateft
writers {peak of the a& of navigation in a very

different {tyle from our very accurate Commentator.

* Sir Jothua Child treated of The A% of Nawi-

gation, atter it had been ¢ of feventeen or cighteen
N1 . ﬂ d' wy d 4 f- 1 Y ﬂ- L f -
years ltanding *,” and after the paffing of the

15 Charles 1I. 23 Charles 1. and other Cuftom-

‘Thoufe laws of that reign. Davenant fpeaks of

The A of Navigotion t inmediately after the 7th
and 8th of king William had adopted its f[n:irit
and enforced its provifions. Forty years after,

% Difcourfe, p. g4—q, f L v. p. 83.
Dir
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Sir Matthew . Decker confidered The A& of
Navigation as a monopoly injurious to trade. ~ And
Dr. Adam Smith has lately ftated the advantages
and difadvantages of The At of Navigation, in a
manner the moft fatisfatory and convincing.
Thefe writers may perhaps lead to a determina-
tion who ought moft to be regarded as  an ig-
norant innovator.”’

The imputation of extreme ignorance, or ex-
treme impudence, was occafioned by the affertion
in the text, * That much contrariety of opinion
had been held in Great Britain and Ireland about
the interpretation of The Navigation Ait; yer the
modeft and well-informed author of the Reply had
proofs of the truth of that affertion in his own
power. He could not have mixed with men of
bufinefs from Ircland withoat hearing the fubjeét
difcuffed ; thoughno fort of ftrefs was laid on it
in the text, nor any-arguments deduced from
it.  In Michaelmas term, 20 Charles II. 1t was
determined by the Court of Exchequer, after
four years argument, That the words foreign
growth or manufatiure, in the 4th fection of
the A& of Navigation, were meant of the goods
of Afia, Africa, and America, but not of Europe.
“The very a& quoted by the author of the Re-
ply proves, that the Aé of Navigation was dif-
ferently underftood in -the two countries: For the
preambleof the 12th Geo. 1L recites, ** that rum,
« fugar, coffee, and other American and Afiaric
¢ goods, bave been entered outwards for exporta-
< tion, in the kingdom of Ireland, to be imported
¢ jnto Great Britain, and have been clandeftinely
¢ and illegally landed in this kingdom, notwith-
¢ ftanding the a& 12 Cha, 1L, cha. 18.” This

; recital
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recital plainly fhews, that the Cuftom-houfe in
one kingdom cleared outwards the fhips which.

the Cuftom-houfe in the other could not admig.
to an entry.

The independence given to the Irith legiflature -

has not only repealed this a& of the 12th Geo,
II. but has created inextricable difficulties 1n
afcertaining what the trade laws now are between
the fiter kingdoms. The ads of the 15th Char.
11. 23d Char. I 7 and 8 William III. and the 54
of Anne, which are cited with great exultation as
fhatting the ports of Ireland, are equally repealed
by that meafure of his friends. - And it was pro-
bably in order to fix the merit'or demerit of ac-
knowledging the independence of the Irifh legif-
lature, without concert or regard for confequences,
on the true authors, that the Irifh Revolution was
mentioned in the text, and by other writers; who
have alfo attributed our prefent perplexities to

that event, |
Mr. Yelverton’s act has adopted (as ftared in the
text) the laws of Great Briwain, only /o far as they
confer equal advantages, or impofe equal reflraints,
on both kingdoms. ¢ But there happens,” {ays the au-
thor of the Reply, “ to be an Irith a&, which {peci-
““ fically adopts the Englith Navigation 4%s.” In his
petulant zeal to impute abfurd ignorance, or de-
figned concealment, to his opponent, he gives us
ftrong reafon to fufpe& his own. The Irith a&
of the 14th and 15th .Char. 1J. ch. 9. which
direéts The A& of Navigation to be duly obferved,
could not adopt Englith A4&s thar had then no
exiftence, ~‘The Irith law enforces 7ke 4 of Na-
vigatien alone by its Englith title, when it requires
5 _ the
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the Cultom-houfe officers  to take care, that the
e a& paflfed in England, intitled, 4n A& for the
*¢ encouraging and increafing of Shipping and Na=
¢ wigation, be from time to time. duly obferved
¢ and executed.” And the author of the criti-
cifed Pamphlet, with the Irifth laws befote himy
argues throughout, that The A& of Navigation is
a furdamental law of Ireland. .

The Irith now argue, that; whatéver the con-
ftruction of thelaw has been, it is ‘at prefent unrea+
fonable they fhould be deprived of the fame advans
tage of fending Weflt India produce from their
ports to Britain, which the Englith have of fend-
ing to thetn ; that they think the inequality the
more unreafonable, as it is contrary to an equitable
conftru€tion of the navigation act itfelf: Our fhips
and our feamen, fay they, were declared to bé
Englith :-WE were admitied-to that, which we
had indeed always enjoyed, an unreftrained trade
to the tranfatlantic dominions of the Crown: By
a liberal conftruttion of the A of Navigation, the
continental Colonies were always allowed to fend
Weft India produce from their own to 'Bri-
tain ; and, without poflefing equal merits, now
enjoy the very right which W E think, od
principles of equity, we ‘ought in the fame manner
to poflefs, fince we admit the Englifh merchants as
equal competitors with thé Irith traders i our own
markets. 22 i

The author of the Reply; however; without res
gard to coffequences, inculcates, that no {uch in:
dulgence ought to be granted :—We infiff, fays
he, on the lerrer of the law: Without the mono-
poly of the Plantation trade, we cannot /frezv ons
Juperiorityy or exercife the legiflative rights which

belong
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belong to the fuperintending power of the Empire.
oIt 1s, however, a dread of this {uperiority, or a
‘jealoufy of this fuperintendence, which urges the
prefent requelt more perhaps than any expe&aiion
‘of commercial advantages for a Century to comes

It was a fimilar jealoufy, as we may learn from

Mr. Eden, whiclt induced the Irifh to requeft a
free legiflature; ¢ left the power which had af-
“ fumed a right to bind bher, even after a free

~““trade had been granted, might refort -back

¢¢ again to that commercial monopoly which had
“ juft been broken*!” If, to allay this jealoufy,
or to remove this apprehenfion, Mr. Fox gave
independence to the Irith legiflature in 178>, and
confirmed it in 1783, our Author, his Right Ho-
nourable Friend, ought to urge ftill ftronger rea-
fons for denying the commercial regulation, which
the Irith #hus confider as included in a Jree and
equal trade ; and which will, in all probability, be
beneficial to our commerce, and will certainly in-
creafe onur naval firength.

The Author of the eriticifed pamphlet is not the
firlt writer who fuggefted a fimilar meafure ; nor
is the prefent Minifter.the firft fratefman who
adopted its liberal policy, without being accufed,
i the polite language of our refined Commeunta-
tor, of ignorance and rafhnefs, of felt-futhciency
and ipattention to.the public welfare. Sir Joliah
Child propofed;a century ago, a plan of union
and of traflick extremely analogous to the prefent .

\V& & Sir

% See Mr. Eden’s fpeech on his motion to allow legiflative
independence to Ireland. Debret’s Debates, vol. VII. p. 2—3.
T ““ With entire fubmiffion to the greater wifdom of thofe,

* whom it'much more concerns, give me leave to query, ﬂéys
P ! t ¢ Sir
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- 8ir Matthew Decker * fuggefted an idea fomewhat
fimilar, when he propofed, ¢ to unite Ireland,andto
~« put all our fellow fubjects on the fame footing in
s rade” And one of the ableft writers of.the
~prefent age recommends fimilar meafures, though ‘
in different language : ¢ this freedom of usericr

¢ commerce,” fays he, ¢ is perhaps one of the

¢ principal caufes of the profperiry of Great Bri-
¢ tain; every great country being neceffarily the
« beft market for the greater part of the produc-
« tions of its own induftry. If the fame freedom
¢ could be extended to Ireland,-and the plantarions,
¢ the profperity of every partof the Empire would
¢« probably be {till greater than,at prefent.” Thus
the Author of the Reply, by endeavouring to fix
the charge of rafhnefs and ignorance on the obje’s
of his envy, clearly conviéts himfelf.

In oppofition, however, to thefe authorities, and
to the reafonings of the criticized pamphler, which
he is more forward to-mifreprefent than fludious to
anfwer, our Commentator infifts, that by opening
the Irith ports to Britain, ¢ Such - a competition
¢ will prefent itfelf to the Brtifh planter and

¢¢ Sir Jofiah Child, wheiher, inftead of the late prohibition of
¢¢ Ivifh Cattle, it would not have been much moie for the henve-
« fit of this kingdom of England, t» fuffer the Irifh to bring
«¢ into England not only their live cattle, but alfd a/l other com-
¢ maditics of the groath, or manufaclure, o that kingdem, cuffou-
¢ free, or on' ealy cuffoms, and to prohibit them trom trading
¢ homewatd or oxtavard avith the Dutch, or our owa plantations,
¢ or any other places except the kingdom of England ? Mot
¢ certainly fuch a law would in a few years wonderfully increa{:
¢ (he trade, fhipping, and riches of this country.” (Difcourie, p.
.g5.) —Every one muft perceive, that this is directly the reverie
of what Lord Narth altually did.

* P. 163,
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* merchant, as muft leave them little hopes of fupa
** porting their trade or their credit, or of paying
“ the heavy raxes with which they ftand charged
“by government.” By fuch inflammatory lan-
guage our Author attempts to divert the attention
of the public from the true ftate of the quettion ;

let us, therefore, clear it from the darknefs in’

which his mifreprefentations have involved ir.
When Lord North allowed the Irifh to export
their manufaltures to Africa, to the Weft Indies,
and America, the Irith were admitted to thefe
profitable markets as the competitors of Britth
merchants. Had our Author’s declamation been
levelled againft this famous meafure, it had had
the appearance of argument at leaft *. When
Lord North admitted the Irifh to bring into their
own ports dire@tly the produce of the Colonies,
he thereby created the moft powerful competition,
becaufe the Irith came direftly to their own markets ;
while the Britith merchants went thither by a
circurtous voyage. Here too our Author might
have raifed his voice to fome advantage, if he had
not been entangled in his own abfurdity, of fup-
pofing, that the traders, who bring their goods
to market by a dircé? vovage, can be underfold by
the traders who ceme by a circuitous one. When
Mr. Fox, perhaps properly, .permitted the Irith to
regulate their foreign trade in their own way, he
gave the Irifh traders an opportunity of appearing
as competitors with the Briufh merchants in every
Europcan market.

* Thiswas, in fa&, an abandonment of the monopoly of
which the author and Lord North’s other friends now wlk fo
much. as an intraction of the law of Europe.

& 2 The
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 The propofed Arrangement, as to the opening
of the Irith ports, contains then a very fimple pro-
pofition.  The Irifh having thus b allowed to
import Weft India produce diref?f; to Ireland; ‘
having thus been permitted to fend this preduce

all over Europe; it is propoféd to allow them to

fend the furplus of fuch Weft India produce (if

ever they fhould have any) from their 6Wn_ports

to Britain, where they may expe& the melt vi-

gorous competition. It is againit this. propofal

tnat our great Commentator has condelcended to

ftate fome of his objections in derail.

"THE SUPERIORITY OF PORTS.

The propoflition which 1s maintainéd relating to
them is, * Thar the markets of Great Britain can
« be fupplied with Welt India produce cheaper
¢ through Ireland, by a circuitous navigation,
¢ rhan by a dire& importation from the Weft
«¢ Indies.” And, to defend this novelty in com-
mercial reafoning, the advantages of the ports of
Britain are decried by our Commentator, and the
harbours of Ireland exalted in their ftead. The
fea coaft of Britain, which comprehends, according.
to Templeman, at lealt eight hundred marine
Jeagues, can be no longer confidered, it feems, as
the moft commodious for trade ot any in Europe.
And we are no more to give credit to the Survey
of Campbell #, ¢ That we have as many large and

* 1. Ve Po 27450 ki
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“ fafe bays, fecure roads, and. convenient ports,
* arifing from the peculiar difpofitions of our fea
- and fhore, as any other country in Europe.”
Yet our Author admits the force of the remark of
his adverfary, that the Irifh ports, lying on the
Irith fea, from Belfaft to Waterford, poflefs no
one fuperiority over the Englith ports, on the op-
pofite coalt, from Whitehaven to Milford. = |n
the compariion between Corke and the ports of
the Briftol channel, our Commentator confefles his
difappointment at finding fo much fuperiority
where he leaft expe®ed it. It is the Weft coaft
of Ireland, from Cape Clear, on the South, to the
Mullet, and even to Lough Swilly, on the North,
where he contends for fuch fuperior advantages,
Yet, having a very different purpofe to anfwer, he
very confiltently exhibits ¢ the wild and thinly
* inhabited ftate of the far greater proportion of
““ the coaft of Ireland which the fmuggler muft firft
““ make on his return from the Weft Indies.” A
wild and thinly inhabited“coaft, then, is to over-

power the South-Weltern ports of England n

every competition for freights.

But is it at all probable that a fmall advantage of
local pofition, a little more to the Wefl, or to the
Eaft, fhould fix thefeat of commerce, or retain the
refidence of merchants? The * wild and thinly
““ Inhabited fhores”” of Wales have not rifen {u-
perior in trade to the Englith coafts of the neigh-
bouring chamnel.  And the merchants of Briftol
choofe rather to improve the courfe of the Avon
than ciigrate to Milford Haven, notwithftanding
its alluging advantages,

FREIGHT
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FREIGHT AND INSURANCE

The notoriety of the fa& compels our Commen-
tator to admit #, that the freights and infurance
from the ports of Ireland are not lower than from
the more Eaftern harbours of Britain.” But be re-
probates the reafoning of his opponent for argu
ing from the experience of the paft.to the proba-
bility of the future : he lofes all moderation when
he Rears it faid, that things having been always
thus will probably continue in nearly the fame
ftate. Yet it is from this « experience of the paft,”
the infallible guide of real bufinefs, that the
planters, merchants, fhips’ owners, and infurers,
fix the ftated rate of their freights and infurance,
both out and home, in peace and war. Sertled,
as thefe are, from year to year, by all thefe parties,
from a mutual regard to cach other’s interefls, the
freights and infurance are probably as low at this
moment as they can be reduced by any competition.
And the Weft India bufinefs being carried on
through a preferibed circle, which includes the
murual advantage of the planter and merchant, the
fhip hufband and infurer, it is not likecly to be
diveried from its prefent channel.

The Author of the criticifed pamphlet endea-
vours in vain to fhew how unable the Irith are
to enter fuccefstully into fuch a comperition, rea=
foning from their want of capitals and fhips, of

* P| 47‘
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fatlors and cargoes. Our Commentator gives
-them all thefe by a dafh of his pen: the allowing
~them to fend Weft India produce from their own
ports to Britain, will confer all thefe, and leave
nothing to the Englith. Capital then is to be
gained gratuitoufly, and not by ‘ages of induftry
and care, by a conteft with the ableft competitors.
The opulentin Ireland, who get 6 per cent. intereft
on private fecurity, and 7 per cent. on the publie,
arc at once to inveft their preperty in Welt India
fhips, which yield the fmalleft profit in proportion
to the amount of the advance. The failors too
are to accept of lower wages in proportion as this
‘increafe of fhipping requires a greater number of
hands. And the Irith arc to furnith the mifcella-
neous cargoes which the Weft Indies require, on
better terms than the Britith merchants can fend
them. The writer who argties thus is not to be
envied 3 nor is the wader to be pitied who allows
his credulity to affe& his interet.

But, though our author admits, that freights
and infurance are as cheap from London to the
Welt Indies as from Limerick, vet he contends
apparently againft conviction, that the caufe is only
temporary. The provifions, {ays he, which the
government had fent to the Weft Indics, during
the war, have been fold in London, fince the peace
at any price. Lhis affertion is fo extradrdinary,
that it oughr not to be credited without proof.
But, it isan undoubted fat, that provifions were
almolt invariably bought in London in fmall quan-
tities, during the war, as cheap as they could have
- been procured at Cork. This then is owing to a
permangnt caufe. The truth is, not only provifions
and linen, but every produé of Ireland, which

7 may
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may be imported duty-free, can Be generélly
“bought as cheap in London as in the Irith‘markets.
In the fame manner, the woollens of Yorkfhire,
the cottons of Manchefter, the hardware of Bir-
mingham, and the ftockings of Nottingham, may
be purchafed cheaper in the warehoules of Jionden
than in the feveral places of manufacture. For,
London is the great market, in which the fellers
and buyers of the world affemble ; the one fet. to
fell as dear, and the other to buy.as cheap, as
poffible. And it is from the competition of all

arties, that the prices of every commodity are
reduced.to the loweft poffible point.’ |

Were we to argue from: fpeculation with our
Commentator rather than from experience, with
the author of his text, we ought to infer, that
London, from the dearnefs of provifions, and the
high price of labour, ought to have lorg ago loft
her fhip-building and her trade. Would our
Author allow us to appeal to fatts, we fhould find,
that, during the prefent century, the thipping of
London has increafed wonderfully. There were

entered in London, during. the year _
Britith Tons.

16904 S— 60,000
1710 —_ 70,000
1718 —— . 187,000
1751 —— . 198,000
1758 125,000
1765 ——— 266,000
§i75 1t 364,000

"The outports have augmented their {hipping in
the fame proportion. But it is remarkable, that
the greateft ports have increaled.their fhips in the

largeft number ; while the pooreft have fearcely
© added
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added any, to' their ancient flock, All this time
there has been a free competition between London
and the Outports, and between it and each indi-
vidual one. Still, however, the rich and great
(‘Jver-Rowell' thc.p'o'di"anld ﬁnq]l.\ Théﬁ‘._ falts, and
thefe reafonings, may be applied to the competition
which has exifted, or may exilt, between an opu-
lent country and a poor B i e N

. Our Commentator, however, infifts * with a con-
fidence almoft Peculiar to himfelf, ¢ that, by open-
tifh. market to Ireland, the American

< ing fhe Bri | .
*¢ trade mutt infallibly be¢ome a monepoly to thig
> country, as it has hitherto been to Great Britain:”
He allows his zeal to carry away his judgement.
He forgets, that every man, and every party, have
¢ondemned monopolies, as_inconfiltent with free-
dom, and ftilf more, as giving an injurious turn to
the diligence of the induftrions clafics : He proves
himfelf litle acquainted  wich _the commercial
writers, who having thewn the monopoly of the Ameri-
¢an trade to be d_ifadﬁmtége'ous to the many, how-
ever gainful to the few, propofed to relax the mo-
nopoly, by.admitting competition. Thé indepen-<
dence of the United Statés has relazed the mono-
f)oiy as to them ; without injuring our American
gommerce. The admitting of the Irith into the Weft
India ports fhill further relaxed the rigour of that
monopoly, without enabling them, during {cven
years exertions, to fupply their own conflumpfion.

RS however, inﬁ‘ﬂe_d upon with' peculiar per;
tinacity, . that the lucrative objet of Britith

fpeculation, * is 1o be refigned to the Irifh by

-

“ admitung American produce into Britith mare

ol 401
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« ets through the Irifh ports.” If they are not’
to enjoy a monopoly, they are yet, according to
our Commentator, to have a competition fo gain-
ful as to amount to a monopoly. In thig com-
petition the Britith traders and planters are to
fupply the Weft-India demand from the great
ftorehoufes of London, Liverpool, and Briftol:
The Irith traders are to fend the Weft-India
fupplies, mifcellaneous as they muft be, from the
warrow warehoufes of Limerick and Cork : The
Britith merchants and planters are 'to fupply the
Britih market with Weft-India commodities, by
the direit importation of ome voyage: The Trifh
are to fupply the fame market by the round-
about importation of fwo yoydges: The one are
1o be fubjefted only to the expence of one
freight ahd infurance, oné emry at the Cuftom-
houfe, and one commifion o the merchant : The
others -muft incur the much greater- €Xpence of
double freight and infurance, of double entries,
and commiflions, befides the rifque of wafte and’
the Jofs by delay. Thefe reafonings of the text
our Commentator fagely confiders “ as to the
« Jaft degree abfurd *.” -

It having been ftated, that a very great pro-
« portion of the Weft-India eftates belong to
¢ planters who refided in Britain; that much of
« the produce being under engagement to be'con-
¢ figned to merchants in Britain, and {pectlations,
¢¢ eyen on the direll importation, not ‘haviitg' an-
¢ {wered once in a hundred times;” our. Com-
mentator ¢ appeals to every merchant in Great
“ Britain, if he knows how the writer means - to

* P, 40.
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“ apply fuch obfervations.” I defire to appeal to
every merchant’s clerk, whether his mafter ever
imports Weft-India produce on his own account:
Let him inftru& our Commentator, That there is
no arguing againf? falts. o1

Having in this decifive manner convicted his
text of manifeft abfurdity, our learned Commen-
tator ¥ pronounces a pompous panegyric on the
circuitous trade, which has made us opulent, glo-
rious, and great. Here too he clearly fhews the
extent of his reading, and the accuracy of his

knowledge. A circuitous trade in cppofition to a

domeftic trade! It has become almoft proverbial,
That a bome trade is always the beft : It is the belt 3
becaufe the returns of the foreign trade are very
feldom fo quick as thofe of the domeftic trade:
The returns of the latter generally come in once,
and fometimes three or four times a year: The
returns.of the former do notcome in always once a
year, and often not in t(Wo_or three years. A ca.
pital employed, therefore, in the home trade may
be fent out and brought back twelve times befcre
the capital employed in foreign trade has made
one return or one profit. And ir neceflarily fol-
lows, that, if the capitals are equal, the one em-
ployed at home will give infinitely more encou-
ragement to the induftry of the people than the
other.. In proportion then as you widen the circla
of commerce, the capital engaged in it becomes
lefs gainful to the owner, and lgfs advantageous to
the community.

Our Commentator ought at leaft to have fhewn,
that we had long enjoyed a great circuitous trade,

* P.34—5—6.
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beforc he had exulted en the wealth derived f
it. “lItis cernunlv matter of ferious regret,” fa
Mr. Eden *, ¢ that thefe iflands, though aided g
X the greateﬂ focal advautages poflefs fo llttle of
¢ what is pecaliarly called the carrying- tr‘ﬁe of
e Europe ; whlr'h confits of fupplying the North
‘¢ with the goods of the South, and the South with
“ the goods of the North.” " And the fame gen-
tleman attributes the caufe of v»hat he thus re-
grets to our prohlbmons on' the jmport and cxPort,
and to the various reftrictions of ‘2 monopolizin
fpiri.  The carrying-trade’ is_the natural effett o%
great national wealth, {ays Doftor Adam Smith ; ;
but it does not feem to be the natural caufe of it.
The Minifters, who have been dlfpofed to favour
it with particlar encouragements, feem to have
miftaken the fymptom for the caufe.
" Qur Commentaror is rather unlucky then, m
the application of his doctrine of a circuitous trade
to the meafure of (opening the ports of the fifter
kindoms to each othcr. Confidering the Irifh ¢ as
““ our fellow- fubjects,” and their country as a moft
valuable part of the empire, the encouraging a
mutual intercourfe muft be conﬁdcred as a wife
policy for the purpofe of prometing that domeﬂlq
trade, which, by every commercial writer, is ex-
tolled as lnghly beneficial ‘to the mdwndu.&l, and
ddvamageous to the ftate; becaufe it yields the
uickeft return of capital, and is carried on ‘within
the {phere of ‘every trader’s comprehenfion and
care. . ‘The trade betwgen Great Bmam and Ir¢-
Fand is_therefore the next belt trade to the com-
merce carricd on among” the peoplé of Great Bris

* ¢ letter to Lord Carlifle,
5 T taig
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tain themfelyes. Perfe&t freedom has renderod
this commerce the moft gainful to the indultrious
juhabijtants of a nation which has had the wifdom
to allow no reftraints on its internal interchange of
every commadity, ‘Ufeful regulation in the naval
intercourfe between the fifter kingdoms ought to
be directed confequently, by’ fimilar means, to the
fame profitable end. "’
~ But our Commentator had been'told, that #be A5
¢f Navigation is a great fea charter; and, withour
confidering its provifions, or their tendency, he
fuppofes, ‘that this often-quoted law, which is fo
much praifed and fo littie underftood, had created
the circuitous trade, the great object of his undif-
tinguithing panegyrick. .  He did not perceive,
that the various reltri®tions and-prohibitions of the
Navigation A& have neceffarily prevented the cir-
cuitous trade, by Jubjecting Britain to a difadvan-
tage in every branch of trade of which fbe bas not the
monopoly, |

On the other hand, the judicious perfons, who
have fpoken ‘without prejudice on this fubjed,
allow the Navigation A& every merit that its
warmeft admirers can wifh, in refpe@ to the naval
power, “which its provifions have certainly formed.
On this head of its policy it deferves every coms-
mendation that  the moft eloquent tongue can
utter, and every ‘fupport which the moft zealous
patriot, warm with the love of his country, and
participating ‘in’ her fafery and renown, can give
1o 2 wife {yltem, dire¢ted to the nobleft and moit
ufeful end.” By opening freely the ports of the
fifter kingdoms to each other for fhips navigated
by Britifh fubjeds, the principle of the Navigation
At will be extended, dnd its policy purfued, in

' " exact
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exa proportion, as this meafure would certainly.
create a greater body of Britith feamen.. . Our,
naval power would alfo be thereby invigorated, at.
the fame time that our private wealth would be
increafed by additional freights, and by the various
employments which a numerous fhipping create. -

But, it is one of the ftrongeft objections to the
propofed {yftem, fays our Commentator %, that it
entrufls thecare of the navigation laws tq the Irifs
efficers. 'This remark was probably borrowed from
Lord North and Mr. Fox’s earlieft fpeeches on
the fubje&®, which was ftill more confiftent in
them than in our Commentator himfelf. It may
be remembered, thar the care of the Navigation
A& was delivered by the Irith ftatute of the 14th
and 15th of Charles II. ch, 9. to the Irifh Cuftom-
houfe officers, who were required fo caufe it to be
duly obferved and executed. As far as the naviga-
vion of Ireland was employed in carrying on ber
foreign and coaft trade with Britain, and with the
reft of Europe, the:Navigation Aé was entrufted
to the care of the Irith officers from that day to
the prefent. When the Irifh traders were allowed
the American, African, and Levant trade, the
fhipping, which they thereby employed, were n
the fame manner delivered by Lord North to the
care of the Irith officers. - The additional fhips,
which the opening of the perts muft doubtlefs
create, will equally be entrufted to the Irifh officers
by the Minifter who fhall carry the propofed ar-
rangements into laws. The objection then, in all
its extent, could have been only ftarted by acute
difputants, who were ftudious to oppole, but re-

* P 46,
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gardlels of confiftency. = While the A& of Navi-
gation fhall continue 'to be a fundamental law of
Ireland, it muft neceflarily be entrufted to the
execution of the Irith officers, who have thus
every motive of intereft and duty to a& with fide-
lity and vigour. ‘“ Such* reafoning our Author
‘¢ Jeaves to be refuted by its own abfurdity.”

The Wett India planters and merchants having
been fhewn, that their intere® confifts in frecdom
of commerce and univerfality of markets, are
alarmed by our Author with the {pectre of fmug-
gling. The Irifh, it feems, are to fmuggle French
fugars from the nearer ports of Ireland to Brirain,
if thefe ports fhall be opened to them, The Au-
thor’s opinion amounts to this, that 'a commerce
altogether prohibited affords fewer opportunities
to the fmuggler than a regulated trade, guarded
by reafonable reftrictions, and enforced by propet
certificates. . Mr. Necker thinks very diffecently
from our Author on this fubje : a dutyt, fays
this refpetable financier; i3 preferable to an abio-
lute prohibition, as it prevents a great deal of
fmuggling. - ‘ i

€ The controverfy would be at an end,” fays our
Commentator , indeed, if the Authour-of the crie
ticized pamphlet could prove, that it is the intereft
~of Ireland, asit is ours, to prevent the fraudulent
importation of Sugars. The duty on Mufcovado
fugars is 13 '35+ per Cwt. ' The duty on foreign
fugars, which may be diftinguithed by its package ),

» P46,
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1F not oftén by its quality; améunts  riearly to d
prohibition. It is the mtereﬁ of the fair tnﬂgr
to prevent {muggling: It is the intereft of the
Cuftom-houfe officers to prevent it, as wellin Ire-,
land as in Britain, efpecially in fugar ; becaufe, if
they were even inclined to be difhoneft, the rate of
duty is fo low; compared with the value of the
article, that the fraudulent traders cannot find it
an object to corrupt thofe who are punilhed fe-
verely when they are deteted. Tt is the intereft of
the Irith adminiftration topunifh negligence as well
as difobedience in the officery fince no minifter
wilhes to perform the unpleafant talk of impofing
taxes. And the volunteers of the * thinly inha-
¢ bited coaft of Leinfter” have recently turned
out to fupport the Cuflom- houfe officers, with an
alacrity which has feldom been fhewn in any
part of England. The controverfy, with regard
to fmuggling, is at an end therefore, by the ad-
miffion of our Commentator himfelfs

Thé Wett India proprietors, who were at Frft
alarmed by the various arts of party, have, upon
mature inquiry, been fatisfied, that their interefts
cannot- be materially affected by Irith {mugglings
They were eaﬁlﬁ fatisfied, that whatever illicit
praétices may exift in the Weft India Iflands will
be beft prevented by afts of .their own aflemblies.
And the Weft India planters were at length con~
vinced, by motives lefs mean than thofe fuggefled
by our Commentator’s malignity, that their reak
interefls would be better promoted by enlargement
of markets, than they could poflibly be injured by -
the fmuggling of a commodiry, at once very cum-
berfome and very wafteful. ;

¢ Thig
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& This danger, has, however, always exifted
*, (according to the report of the Commiflioners of
“ the Cuftoms) by the pradtice of permitting the
* Britith Weft-India produ_cc to come circuitouﬂz
“ through the Britith colonies in N otth Ameri
And, with a wifdom arifing from éxperience,

ca,

they
ropofe, that th{:_ fanie remedy may be applied in
Sﬁs cale, which has been found to anlwer in
others, that Weft-India goods, when thipped from
Ireland for Great Britain, fhall be accompanied by
the original certificates, founded on the affidavirs
of the planters. A fimilar regulation has been
adopted by “the legiflature, in refpect te wines
coming from Guernfey, without any ill confe-
quences having arifen to the revenue.

The littlenefs of mind which diftinguifhes the
advocates of the prefent oppofition;  wquld not
allow our Commentator to forego a farcafm on tha
Commutation Tax, the fucce(s of which gives them
many painful fenfations: Defperate in their own
firuations, they are rendered ftill more miferable
by fecing the country profper under the folter-
ing hand of the Minifter; ‘who is the conftant ob-
jeet of their envy and our Commentaror’s malignity.
The produce of the taxes, which has lately been
laid before parliament, fhews very clearly how
fnuch the revenue has benefited by the redudion
of the duties on'Teat No induftry or arts of the
enemies to their country will, therefure, be able
to create or keep up difcontents ar a meafure,
by which fuch important advantages have been
obtained for a nation that had been well nigh ru-
ined by the meafures of our Commentator’s friends,

E Having
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Having thus difcufled the favourite topic of
$muggling, our Author naturally adverts to fair
trade *. In order to thew his idea of the ufeful-
nefs of averages in commercial calculation, he
ftates the exports of nine years againft thofe of a
fingle year: And to evince his candour he ex-
hibits the trade of the firft year of peace, againft
the traffic of {everal yearsof war. The following
ftatement will fhew the progrefs which Ireland
has made fince the extenfion of her trade. Of the
produce of that country, there was exported in
value, according to a three years average, ending
with

To Gr. Britain. To the Britith colonies, To all parts.

1776—£ 2,345,943 — £.248,066 — [.458,076
1783—£.2,272,645 — £.355:991 — £:424,049

Such is the change which has been produced
by Lord North’s meafure of 1780, according to
the accompts from the Irifh cuftoms. To Africa
and the Levant, Ireland has not yet opened any
trade. And from thefe faéts the reader may infer
what will be her future progrefs. |

It was a policy recommended by every commer-
cial writer from the reign of king William, and
adopted by the parliament+, to cultivate the
commerce with our colonies in preference to the
trade with foreign countries. It was the policy of
late times to open the ports of Ircland to all the
world, but to fhut them againft Great Britain.

= P,88. .
" 4 See the various laws, giving bounties on the importation
of Colony produce, in exprefs preference to the commodities of
foieign countries.
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And it is from this policy that Ireland enjoys at
this moment a right to trade freely with all
Europe and Africa, with America and part of
Afia, though her traffic with Britain continues
greatly reftrained. The word right may, per-
haps, again provoke our Commentator’s repre-
henfion: He reprobates the fuppofed Secretary
for {peaking of rights, conditional as well as abjo-
“lute: The Irith, according to our Author, have
cnly a permiffion to trade with our colonies: To
confider the privileges which the people enjoy
under the fecurity of adts of parliament as a mere
permiffion which may be withdrawn on the pre-
tence, that conditions have not been performed,
our Commentator muft have learned in the femi-
nary of his education, or in the {fchool of Mr. Fox.
It is not furprizing, then, that the Irith feeing
fuch doctrines propagated by a Right Honourable
Writer, and hearing fuch langnage from fuch a
party, fhould fear for their prefent pofleflions and
defire future fecurity. '

In purfuance of the Refolutions of Parliament,
in compliance with the loud requefts of Ireland,
it was adopted as the great principle of the pro-
pofed arrangements to conciliate and to unite the
Irith with this country, by affe@tion and intereft.
But, againft this fundamental principle, fq contrary
to that of his party, our Author raifes a very
violent outcry, WE are to be plundered, ac-
cording to his moderate language, of whatever
could fupport the credit, the grandeur, and the
power of Great Britain *. Union then is to creare
weaknels; the fettlement of a diftradted empire is

v F. to.
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to leffen its grandcur, and the diffofion of equal
induftry and commercial confidence is to 1;11'&%

credit.  Our Commentatorscyes are o j aundice

by his pre]udlces, that he fees every obj‘eé throug gh
a mift. And in the dark he runs about the g,atioq
with a torch in his bhapnd #, carelefs whc;hcr he
can extinguith the conﬂagrauon, which he is thu;
active to light wp in the capntal3 in the Fountry,
in the empire.

The accufations of fuch a man carry with them
their own confutation. The 1'c:pm:fY entations of
fuch a writer ought to be fufpefted of fallacy.
And the reafonings of fuch a politician ought to be
confidered as too vehement to be candid, too pe-
rempﬁny to be perfpafive, apd too prejudlccd tQ
be ju
| In this moderate {pirit our Commentator §
gravely aflerts, “ That ignorance and incapacity
“ have delivered over to Ireland the whole
¢ trade of Great Britain, without ftipulating any
« equivalent in return.” He proves this incredible
charge, by ftating, that we fend goods amounting
to0 20,000 l. a year duty-free to Ireland and receive
annually no lefs than the value of 2,000,000 I,
duty-free in return. ~Whether the Right Honour-
able Gentleman adopted his very candid objeétion
from the newfpapem or the newfpapers received
it from him, is a queftion which does not deférve
much confideration. One truth is clear, that the
whole ftrain, fentiment, and even language, of our
Commentator, may be cv1dently ‘traced in para-
graphs in the newlpapers and in effays, which
bave been diligently crrculdtcd through the king-
dom.

* Sce from p.soto 59, - t P. g1,
i i
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Let us, however, ftate the fa& before we exa-
mine the objeftion. The value of the whole pro-
duce of Ireland which was fent to England, ac-
cording to a three years average, ending with 1783,
as {tated by the Irilh Cuftomhoufe, amounted tq

2,272

which included the three great arti- £:2:272,845

cles of Provifions, Raw Materials,

and Linen, imported duty free.
- Of Provifions,
Bullocks e 952 £.4,760
Hogs —— 229 ; 229
Beef —_— 80,018 Bar. 102,691
Tongues - 1,129 Doz. 677
Burter 131,436 Cwt. 262,872
Pork  =—— 55,376 Bar, 73,064
Hams ——— 299 Cwt. 450
Flitches — 1,042 483
Hogflard ~—— 2,688 Cwt, 45032
Fifh — \ g o 968
Total of Provifions — —— £.350,228

Of Raw Materials. -
Wool-fheeps = 2,044 Stones — f.1,022

Cotton — 3,524 1bs. — 176

o ) Linen - — 33,063 Cwt. — 198,376
Ymm{VV.ml]a:n — 777 Stones — 123
Worfted — 77,452 Stones — 110,678
Tallow .~ — ., 35,382 Cwt. — -70,764

Hides untanned — 83,521 N ~— 111,301

—t

- Toral of Raw Materials £ 4931520
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" - Of Linen Cloth, -~ -

Cambricks ~ — 135 Yards — /. 3«8
Plain — 18,108,958 Yards — 1 »207,263
Coloured — 256-Yards  — =« 20

Total of Linen Cloth e £.I,267,26—;

e
N

The value of the Irith cargo bcmg
thus
The value of articles imported duty-

£+2,272,645

free being \ 2,050,049
The value of Irith duty goods muft
therefore be : 222,596

1 have in this manner placed our Author’s falts
in as ftrong a light as he could with.  Yet, when
the particulars are attended to, what do they prove ?
Nothing againft our exifting laws, and little againft
the propofed arrangements.

That the importation of cattle from Ireland was
once declared a nuifance by Parliament, is an oc;
currence which hitorians have recordcd to mark
its folly, or its fa&ion. Salted provnﬁons were
alfo imported, in former times, under prohlb:tor}r
duties.  But the progrefs of liberality among the
country gentlemen ‘and farmers, who, of all de-
feriptions of men in Britain, are, to their honour,
the leaft governed by an avaricious fpirit, has at
length allowed the importation from Ireland duty-
free.” It has'indeed been remarked by a moft jus
dicious writer, That to hinder.the importation of pro-
viftoits, is to fet bounds to the indufiry and population

o_] a manifacluring Ringdom: yetour Author would
in-
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infinuate, that we were governed; in this. meafure,
by a greater regard to the Irith nation. than atten-
tion 10 our own induftrious clafies. " The Irith
argue, however, in a very different manner. We
have confented, fay they, that provifions fhall be
always fent to. you thus, on paying a trifling ex~
port duty of about g per cent. on the value, which
will be in fome meafure injurious to us, and bene-
ficial to you, in two refpe@is ; provifions will be
thereby fomething dearer in Ireland, and fome-
thing cheaper in Britain, And in this manner do
the Irifh give, and we receive, fome equivalent
on this head of the propofed arrangements, con-
trary to our Author’s candid fuggeftions.

It was late in the progrefs of commercial know-
ledge that we admitted the importation of any ma-
terials of manufaflure duty-free. We thus import
from Ireland raw materials ‘to the value of half a
milliap, which our manufadurers declare 1o be
very effential to their bufinels. OQur own intereft
then governed the meafure of allowing the impor-
tation of what we could not well do without, The
prohibition of the exportation of our wool to Ire.-
land is to continue, potwithftanding which we have.
the extenfive right of fending our woollen manu.
fattures into that cotintry, as they are prohibited
from all the reft of the world;—on the other hand,
fhe gives ws the raw materials, both in linen and
woollen yarn, with which we carry on our rival
manufaéturgs. | To procure in this manner raw
materials ffom the Irith, amid®t their folicitude for
themfelves, while we deny. them ours, is judici-
oufly eanfidered by our author *, ¢ as a manifet

¢ proof
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¥ proof of the ignorance and incapacity of thé
s pegotiators on the part of Great Britain.,”

But, our Author ¢hiefly complains, That we
fhould allow that to continue, which has lon
exifted : That we fhould permit the Irifh to fen
us linens, duty-free, in preference to thofe of
Germany and Ruffia. The Irifh fupply us with
plain linen, duty-free: We fupply them, in the
fame unincumbered mode, with fine and figured
linens. The principle of the regulation is thus
perfe&ly equal, or rather fomething in our favour,
becaufe we improve the linen fabricks, which we
fend to them, to a higher ftate of manufatture;
though the benefits of a larger confumption are
doubtlefs on the fide of the Irith, who being heither
fo numerous, nor fo rich, cannot confume fo much
of ours as we do of theirs: Two-thirds of the Irifh
Jinen imported are neceffarily ufed at home; be-
caufe increafing as our manufatture is, it cannot
fupply enough for ourfelves: One-third is ex-
ported, as part of the mifcellaneous cargoes which
our extenfive traders fend to every marker: A tax
on the import of an article of neceflary confump-
tion muft be paid by the confumer, without in-
juring the maker: Such a rax muft be drawn back
on the exportation, or we fhould lofe the profit of
the foreign fale. This principle, however, our
Author warmly declares * ¢ to be partial, unjuft,
«¢ and ruinous,” without confidering to what an
extent our export trade is increafed by the fmall
bourities paid on the low- priced linens.

It is furely of importance to trace minutely the
operation of the principle which is thus cenfured

o Pos‘t
as
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?‘} \mJuﬁ and 1}1mous, ‘bccaure the propofed:
i dﬁg&mel};s, being ‘framed on a prinéiple ank-

‘rﬁufE fl"fhid’ or fall "with the réfule of
bur mqum .' The fitter kingdoms feeni to' have
cnjoyed h"a‘ l:hcn mﬁnufa&urc from the earlieft
ages. i’ a view ‘to" revenue, perhaps more
thatt8 kegulation, the Trith parhamcnt impofcd #
at the ‘Re oran'&n an excife and cultom of twelve
ﬁuﬂingﬁ;ﬁr every hundred ells of Britifh linen
which fhould be thereafter imported into Treland.
During"thofe days of monopoly Irifh litient could

- ‘not be lmported into” England.” Tt was firlt per-

mlgtedTJ}Ptﬁe 7 and 8 of King William I +, «“ for
“ encouraging the linen manufacture ‘of Ireland,”
‘upon'a recital, that great fums of morey had been
‘yearly expgrted for the purchafing of lemp, flax,
and linen, which might be prevented in'a great
mieafure, by a fupply from Ireland. - To encourage
Irith linens, and to dlfcof.n-age thofe. of fomgn
‘countries, was the ruling’ principle of tlis act,
which has continued in force, 'without compl unr,
to the prefent times. While the difputes about
the Union were depending,’ Scotch linen"was ‘pro-
hibited f by an Englifi a& from being fent inro
Ireland. And it was not till the 4th George 1. that
Britith linen was allewed || to enter intc compe-
tition with the Irifh, by being admitted duty-free
into Treland. From a period, favourable to ftec-
dom, the commeérce of linen between  the fifter
kmgdoms has been perfedtly unreftrdined, and

* By 14,15 Ch. IL. ch, 8, g.

+ Chi. 3047
i By 3 and 4 An. ch 8.
i By Lrith 4 Geo. L. ch. 6.

o the
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the manufalturers of both have been the fup-
porters, rather than the rivals of each otlm'*
Were we to argue, with our Author, in favoyr
of monopoly, we ought to prefume, that the in-
fant manufatture of Irifh linen muft have fuf-
tained an irreparable injury, in 1718, from the
unqualified importation of Scots and Enghih linens:
We know, however, from experience, that no
{uch blow was given, and that no fuch deftruétion
followed, Few manufaftures have ever grown
from {mall beginnings 10 perfe&ion with quicker
fteps than the Irifh lipens, fince the commence-
ment of competition ; as the candid reader may
learn from the following ftatement, Of linen cloth
there were exported from Ireland, according to a
three years average,
ending with 1716 = —  yards 2,176,499
ending with 1736 — 6,240,353
ending with 1756 — 12,471,054
ending with 1776 -— 19,208,116

While the export of the Irith linens thus in-
creafed to that vaft amount, and in fome {ubfe-
quent years to a ftill greater; while the Irifh found
their beft market in Britain; the Britifh linens in-
creafed nearly in the fame proportion. We may
learn this animating truth from a confideration of
the augmented quanuty of the raw materials
brought in, befides great quantities raifed under
the bounties lately granted by Parliament ; from
the increaled quantity of Britith linens cxported
or made for fale; and from the diminifhed value
of foreign linens at different times imported *#.

¥ Report of the linen committee.

Ot
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_Of linen yarn there were imported.
n'195% 1bs: 1,644,853
in 1771 . 3,943,322

in i S S S ibs. 11,343,585
in 1730-1-2 s 17,8519439

We fhall perhaps be told that fome of this is
uled in the cotton manufacture; the proportion is,
however, very {mall fince the {pinning of ¢otton has
been brought to fuch perfection by Mr. Arkwright’s
machines.

The increafe of the manufa&ture of Britifh linens
may be inferred, 2dly, from the quantity exported,
after fupplying the demands of the¢ home market.

Of Britith linens receiving bounty, there were
exported from England, '

in 1743 ey, yards 52,779
10 1753 g A 641,510
in 1763 —_ 2,308,310
in 1773 —_— %,235,266
m 1783 — 8,873,092
Of Britith fail cloth there were alfo exported,
' in 1743 e yards 121,374
in 1753 v 549,445
in 1763 —_— 962,316
in 1773 ——— 1,135,566
in 1783 —_— 1,596,328

Of the rife, or decline, of the linen manufature
of Scotland, ‘we can more certairly determine, from
the regifters kept of the quantity ftampt annually

* Cuftom-houfe acccunt.
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for-fale, 'which is but a part of what is made there.
Littlewas probably manufaéured for export prior to
the year 1727, when the linen of Scotland received
fome additional encouragements. There were ftampt
tor rale, B D 3
in 1724 (about) 2,000,000 yards.
in 1738 0 Lk 4,746,826,

m 1744 — 5,840,727

i TESdes e 8,914,369
in 1764  (abour) 12,000,000
in 1774 — & ITIN22,1TH
in 1782 — 15,348,744
in 1783 — 17,074,777
in 1734 T 19,138,593

To fuch a point of greatnefs has the linen manu-
facture of Scotland rifen, in half a century, not-
withftanding every competition and fome temporary
checks, from the ftate of credit and circulation,
which equally affected the Englith manufa&ture,
about the years 1773 and 1774 Whether we con-
template then'the increafed quantity of linen yarn
imported ; the increafed quantiry of Britifhlinen and
hempen <cloth exported; or the vaift additions an-
nually made to the number of yards ftampt for fale
in Scotland; we muft be farisfied, that the linen
manufaéture of Britainis in a moft flourifhing ftate,
though the principles of equal comperition, under
which it flourithes, 13 condemned by our Author
& a5 ruinous.” - - . RIS o« Dot T

Were any confirmation of this agreeable truth
neceflary, we might derive additional proofs from
confidering how much the importation of foreign
linens has diminifhed, as our own manufadture has
increaled. Of foreign linens theie were imported

3 ito
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into England *, according to a five years average,-
ending with 1756,  — yards 31,561,537

ending with 1761, —1°7 (28,3980
ending with 1766, = vy, 81 g6l
ending with 1771, — 24,988,477

The linen manufa@urers, who came up to par-
liament, in 1773, to complain of the ruin of  their
bufinefs, attributed that ruin indeed o' the in-
creafed importation of foreign linens. -“They did:
not perceive that almoft all their diftrefles: arofe
from an obftru&ed circulation, which geew out of
the fufpected credit of ‘thofe' bankrupr times. - And
they called for a new duty ‘on foreign linens, as
the beft remedy for a difeafe which did not really
exift.  But, neither the complainants, nor the
Woollen manufatarers, who oppofed their defires,
becaufe they feared the- retaliation of foreign
courts, objeéted to tli€ encouragement: that for
eighty years had been given the Irifh linens, as
the caufe of the jealoufy of other countries. The.
Board of Trade, at”which fat Lord Carlifle and
Mr. Eden, auributed the augmented import: of
Irith linens, and the diminithed import of foreign 4,
“ to the accumulared duties on foreign linens, not=
“ withftanding fuch duties are faid to have' opea.
“ rated 'to the prejudice of our own woollen trade,
“ by inducing fereign powers to- lay ‘reciprocal
“ burdens on it.” But, the Board of Trade do
not, like our Author, affign as a caufe of foreign
tetaliation, that, by a law of King  William’s
reign,'we ‘had given fpecial encouragement to the:

% Report of the Linen Committec.
+ Linena Report of 1780, .« . '

Irith
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Irith linens in declared preference to that of ather
countries. Foreign powers did not complain, at
leaft we did not much dread their complaints,
when we gave encouragements to our colony pro-
duce in preference to theirs, from the reign of
Queen Anne to the prefent uime. Nor can they
complain of the avowed preference given: to the
produ&ions of our fellow-fubjects, which is only
continued at the end of ninety years, but is not
now begun.

This preference muft be retained, whatever our
Author has faid in paragraphs, or in his pamphlet ;
otherwife, many of our own manufactures would
be undone. Let us take the example of iron:—
are the iron-mafters prepared with ail their im-
provements and their {kill to continue their impor-
zant works without a duty on foreign iron ?  They
will tell our Author that they are not; and will

robably add, that they are little obliged to him
¥or attempting to. raife a jealoufy, which may pro-
duce mifchief, but can do no good. Our Auther
had fo fine an opportunity, however, of involving
the nation in a dilemma with the European powers,
or with Ireland, that his prudence could not refift
his malignity, whatever might be the confequence
of foreign or of civil war.

Having endeavoured to point out the ruinous
tendency of the general principle of the propofed
arrangements, contrary to fads, to experience, and
tothe decifive experience of fixty years,our Commen-
tator proceeds with his ufual moderation to cenfure
the mode: the Refolutions had been tranfmitted
to Ireland *, it feems, long before the Commitiee

b P.SZQ
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of Council had been appointed to meet: THe
evidence appeared too late for any wife or prudent
purpofes. The Refolutions, which were thus fent,
contain, whatever may be their number, one rul-
ing principle, that a free and equal trade muft be
for the mutual benefit and lafting advantage of the
hlter kingdoms. The truth of the general pofi-
tion had been often difcuffed before the public.
The opinions of every confiderable man, in both
countries, had been fettled, as to its truth and
wifdom. The Parliament had fan&ioned the utilicy
of the meafure, by refolving on the motion of
thofe who now oppofe the execution'of ir, * that
*“ the connettion between the two kingdoms ought
“ to be eftablithed by ‘murual confent on a per-
““ manent bafis.”—It required, therefore, no addi-
tional evidence to illuftrate or fupport a principle,
which had thus been juftified by private appro-
bation, and confirmed by public authority.

But, to carry into pradice. the principle of an
equal trade required the information of “profef-
fional men, who, being beft acquainted with the
minute particulars of their own affairs, could beft
Foint out the various modifications which an equa-
ity of trade requires. 1In order to pain this in-
formation, two queftions were {ubmitted to the
Commitiee of Council: 1ft, Whether, in pru-
dence, the duties payable in Britain, on the im-
port of Irith products, could be reduced to the
rate payable on the importation of Britith goods,
of the fame kind, imported into Ireland? 2dly,
Whether it would be the intereft of Britain to
continue the preferences, whatever they might be,
which are now allowed to Ireland, in oppofition
to fLmilar articles of forcign growth? And the

Com-
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Committee of Council aflembled time enough- to
_gain.the neceflary information for anfwering both
‘thefe, queftions, important as' they are. _The
__C_qmmi;te.c“approved.of the general plan, © that
certain moderate duties - thould be impofed on
the. importation of the goods, the manufa&ture
of each other, fo as to fecure a preference in the
home. market to the, like articles of  their own
growth; and at the fame time lcaye the fifter
.E}ng_do_m'; advantages, though not equal to_its own,
yet fuperior to; thofe, granted to any foreign coun-
try....Such are the great outlines of the propofcd
arzangements: Aod _the Gommittee of Council

_give it asy their opinion, ¢ That the duties now
% payable on Britifh goods, imported into Ireland,
“ are, by their moderation, as well adapted to an-
¢ fwer this purpofe as could be devifed.”
3 :W’éthf;h;_ refult of this inquiry our Author ap-
pedrs to be extremely diffatishied. He did not ex-
pe@, that, in a cafe where the prejudices of the
‘mappfadurers, were much more likely to govern -
them than, their real interefts, they would gene-
_q'a‘l}g_;:pcgk with fo much diftin¢tnefs, moderation,
and, beraliy = And he exults, that .a body of
‘manufadurers, called together at a tavern, for the
purpole of working on. their prejudices, fhould
‘contradiét and condemn what any one had faid
and approyed before the  Committee of Council.
With his  ufnal decency he cenfures the Privy
Counfellgrs for confining the inquiry to the
‘only_ebjedt,. which could be confidered :  For,
they knew, < ‘That Ireland as well as Great
““<.Britain bas already a right to {upply its own
¢« marker, and the markeis of foreign countries,
< with any goods of its manufactures, fubjeét
’ < . . "‘ only
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% only to fuch duties and reftrittions as its own
“ legiflature fhall think proper to impofe.” And
they judged it to be lirtle confiftent with their
duty, though their forbearance does not gratify
our Author, to inquire how much the Irifh are
likely to rival the Britifh manufalturers in the
European or American markets, to which they had
been ‘admitred by the party for which he ‘js an
apologift.  They probably thought with Mr.
‘Eden, that it is inconfiftent with pratical wifdom

To mourn a mifechicf that is Paf and gone,

Having, however, cenfured this €Xamination ‘¢ ag
¢ partial and. limited,” the interrogatories ¢ ag
““ Infidious,” and the evideace ¢ gag unfatisfac-
““ tory,” our Author, with a happy confiftency,
retails this evidence to the public, through three and
twenty pages. However tedious the tafk may be,
and however dull, the interefts of truth require,
~that we fhould follow him, in order to reCtify his
mis-ftatements, to dete& his mifreprefentations, and
to eftablith real fa&s in the place of intended

errors.  In order to which we will follow him -ia
his own order. |

d oL oK .8,

This isnot an Irifh manufa@ure of long ftand«
ing ; noris'it a flourithing one. We may infer
thus much from the quantity both of raw and ma.
nufa@ured filk, which the demands of that country

: G’ Ie-
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required. Of - both there were imported, accorde

ing to a three years avarage, ending . :
Raw  manufactured

1b. 1b.

with 1754 — 51,308 — 14,485
with 1764 — 49,294 — 29735
with 1774 — 42,028 — 15,949
with 1784 — 37,015 — 20,895

" Can there be a more convincing proof adduced,
that the filk manufaltory does not flourifh in
Ireland ; unlefs we except indeed the late evidence
of the journeymen filk-weavers before the Houfe
of Commons! Among others, Boulger artlefsly
told the committee, That he had left his own
country, becaufe the filk manufalures were there
quite at a ftand ; that after being feveral months
our of work in Ireland, he had got immediate em-
ploy in Spittalﬁclds-, and that a filling will go
fatther in a poor man’s maintenance in London,
than fourteen pence in Dublin, where lodgings are
not fo reafonable 2sin London. This man’s plain
ftory made a greater impreflion on the commuittee
than the ftudied evidence of Meflrs. Peele, Walker,
and otherse

Our fagacious Commentator has, however, dif-
covered, that, when the ports of Ireland were opened,
the Irifh exported filks; that in 1783, a year of

peace, they fent out 2 larger quantity than in 1782,
a year of war; while their own confumption was
chicfly fupplied from Britain. . But the queftion is
got what they fend to other countries, to. which
they have now, a right to trade ; but what they are
likely to {end to this country ; the Irifh goods being

loaded with dutics 10 countervail the Britith oncs,
j (0gc~
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together with the charges of freight, infurance, and
faftorage. The Irith it feems will not in furure
fend their filk and other manufa&ures to thofe
markets, wherein they may meet us on equal
terms; but it is inculcated by our Author, and feared
by his deluded followers, that the Irith will work
for the Britilh markets alone, wherein they muft
pay duties, befides 3 per cent. for charges of im-
portation. He contends, that the lrifl, from the
fhortnefs of the voyage, may fend their goods to
the Weft Indies and America on better terms than
the Britith: ye: he confidently tells us, that the
Frifb witl involve Great Britain in ruin, by fupply-
ing her home market, though burdened with a
greater charge, than any manufa&urer can hope to
gain by his bufinefs. |

The moft judicious writers calculate the ufual
profit of manufadure ar double the intereft of
money. The profitin Britain cught therefore to
be ten per cent. ; the profit in Ireland muft confe-
quently be twelve per cent.: And before the Irith
can difpofe of their manufattures in the Britith
marker, there muft be an advance on the firft coft
of three per cent. more than the reafonable proft.
Yet our Author wifely argues, that the Irith will

.refort to the Britifh markets in preference to thofe

of the reft of the world, where, he {ays, they can
fell even on lower terms. And this deep obfer-
vation he is particularly anxious to have remem-

bered through the whole of his reafoning.
Ireland has been hitherto fupplied in a great
meafure from Britain with manufa&ored and even
with raw filk.  The Irifh have formerly employed
about fifteen hundred filk manufa&urers, who re-
fide chicfly in Dublin. They ¢annot from this cir-
G2 cums-
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cumftance manufacture fo cheap as the fame goods-
are made in Britain, as Boulger informed the Hou’fe
of Commons, and as the manufaéurers themfelves
confefled to the committee of council. Yet they
{till chought, that the Englifh manufaturer Would
have great teafor to apprehend the competition of

the Irith for two reafons ; the Britith pay duties on.

the import of dying ftuffs; the Irith have the raw
filk at alower price. With regard to.the firfl, the
manufaQturers were certainly in an error; they ‘muft
have miftaken the duties on the exportation of
dying materials for duties on the importation. And
they were perhaps as much miftaken, in fuppofing
that the Irifh having the raw .materials at a lower
duty than we have them gives them every advan-
tage in coming to this mar kgt, becaufe their manu-
faGures muft be loaded with additional duties to
countervail that ;—nor does It give them the fmalleft
advantage over our manufactures in a foreign mar-
ket, as theré are bounties on our filk goods ex-

ported to compenfate fully for the duty on the raw

material ; the Irifh can therefore derive no benefit
from their low duty bat for their own confumption,
a great part of which we do and muft continue to
fupply.

The manufalurers who were heard before the
Committee of Council, complained of the Dublin
Society for giving bouiries to their tradefmen,
and were apprehenfive that there would be great
quantities ofP foreign Silks fmuggled tlirough Ire-

land into Britain. Experience {eems, however, to
have decided againft the reafonablenefs of their,

féars in both cafes.  The Dublin Society firft

erected their filk Warehoufe in 1765; yet, from

that time to the prefent (as we have Ieen) the im-

port.
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port of raw filk has decreafed, while the amount
of the manufa&ured filk carried thither has in-
creafed. If {muggling has been reduced to a fyf-
tem, can we fuppofe, that the fmugglers to effe
their purpofes will take two voyages inftead of
one,; will run a double rifque to land their foreign
filks, when a. fingle rifque would bring them to
fhore? or will venture into Ireland, where the
manufacturers are aive in dete@ing the enemics
of the fair trader, and where manufa&tured filks
cannot be removed from place to place withour
permits, when they may land their goods on fome
of the neighbouring coafts of England, where
meeting with aflociates in the fame caufe they may
hope to efcape detedtion ?

With his ufual confidence our Commentator
challenges the fuppofed Secretary o point out
what article of manufalture the Irifb buy in Britain,.
which they can get cheaper in any other country.
Manufa&ured filk is one article, and woollen cloth
another., The Irifh parliament have impofed a
duty of £.3 155, 2d. per pound weight * on wrought
filks imported, except from Great Britain, = And
wrought filk might be imported cheaper from
Italy and France; weoollen cloths we have already
fhewn are excluded by prohibitory duties ; and
10 per cent. has lately been laid on various com-
modities not imported from Britain. Thus our
Commentator’s confidence leads to that convi&tion”
of his own-ignrorance, which he laboured 1o fix
on the objeds of his envy.

From the article of filks our Commentator, how-
ever, proceeds triumphantly to the great bufinefs

* Eaton’s book of Rates, p. 145. 9 Geo. 11 ch. 2. B
F
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OF WOOLLENS.

IT is doubtlefs true, that #his has always been
the great article of fealoufy in this nation till the
prefent moment ; becaufe this vaft fource of our
opulence has been carefully guarded by the pro-
pofed arrangements, and properly underftood by
thofe who are the moft interefted im 1ts preferva-
aion.  From the Revolution to this day, no wool
in its manufactured ftate could be exported from
this kingdom. No wool ‘or woollen manufacture
could be exported from Ireland, except to Great
Britain, fince the reign of king William : Woal,
worfted and woollen yarn, have been long ex-
vortable from Ireland, and importable into this
nation, duty-free.  The Britith manufattures
of wool could be fent into Ireland, on payment
of very trifling duties, while foreign woollens
are excluded: The Irith manufa&ures of wool
could be imported into Great Britain, on paying
prohibitory duties. The intended arrangements
propofe no other change, in the article of wool-
lens, than ro admit the Irith woollen manufactures
into this country, on paying the fame duties which
have long  been paid on the Britith woollens in
Ireland. The Irith parliament, in this feflion,
have already rejected the meafure of prohibiting
the exportation of worfted yarn, which our manu-
fadturers fay is a very eflential article; and which
they will, therefore, continue to have duty-free:
on the other hand, we deny the Irith our wool on
any terms : They only defire, in return, that the

woollen
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woollen manufaltures of the two kingdoms may
be admitted into each other, on paying equal du-
ties, but mutually fubje&ted to the extra chargc
of freight, infurance, and factorage.

Our Commentator’s defign has led him, how-
ever, to mifreprefent what he could not deny.
He afferts * boldly, in the face of an a& of parlia-
ment t, that the new duties to be paid on Irifh wool-
len yarn will be extremely prejudicial to the fluff
manufaclurers, becaufe they cannot precure a fuf-
ficent quantity of Englith. It is impoffible that
new duties can take place, under the propofed ar-
rangements, in a cafe where o/d duties did not
exift before on either fide. The fatute juft quoted
removed all duties from the exportation of worfted
yarn to England, although that article cannot be
exported from Great Brirain to Ireland. And it
is but common juftice to the Minifter, to fuppofe
he will guard againft any innovation, in this refpect,
in the final arrangementef the bufinefs.

No, fays our Author{, in the fame ftrain of can-
dour, it is of no commercial confequence to any
country, whether its produce is fent out at the
‘price of two thillings or of twenty. He reprobates
the fuppofed Secretary for ftating, that the old
drapery, being of the value of 14s5. a yard, and
the new drapery of 25 6d. the old was a more ad-
vantageous manufadture to Ireland than the new.
Till our Author enlightened the world with his
Reply, it. was univerfally acknowledged, that a
country was enriched in proportion as its manu-
faétures were worked to perfection; becaufe every

* P. s8—q.
+ In(ha&,;Gco IL <h. 3.
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new operation requires additional labour, which
produces {till more employment and profit. Hence
has it been an objeét of anxious pelicy, for agesin
Britain, to manufadture highly every fleece of
her wool.  And hence we may judge of the va-
lue- of that equivalent which Ireland gives, when
{he permits us to work up fo much of her'raw ma-
terials, even for her own confumption.

But our Commentator has difcovered, from the
Cuftom-houfe accounts in the News-papers, that
the export of Irith woollens have greatly increafed
fince 1780. The door was then opened by his
friends; and the Irifh availed themfelves of this
favourable circumftance: The peace was made at
the end of 1782 ; and the Irith fent their goods to
fuch markets as had till then been hoftile to them.
The Irith looms have, by thefe events, been fet to
work; and they bave been more employed fince
they were free than before. Thefe are doubtlefs
difcoveries worthy of our Author’s fagacity: But,
he contends for the honour of a ftill greater difco-
very : That the Irith traders will not fend their
woollen goods to thofe markets where they may
mect on equal terms with Britith woollens, nay, on
better, according to him; but, with a fpirit pecu-
liar to themfelves, will alone trade in that mar-
ket wherein their goods muft neceflarily come
charged with a duty and other confequent expen-
ces of freight, commiffion, and fatorage, on the
firlt coft, which amount to the profit of the manu-
faturer. § /

It is unneceflary to litigate a point, which has
been already decided by the proper judges. Tle
manufacturers of Norwich, of Yorkfhire, and
Wilis, declared to the committee of council, with

5 a come
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a commendable {pirit of candour and libérality,
that they were under no apprehenfions of the coms
petition of the Trith in the home market, while
they themfelves were allowed the exclufive mang
fatture of the raw material, as they had always
been :—That, as to foreign markets, it would ill
become them, even by their wifhes, to deprive fel-
low-fubjeéts of natural advantages. The woollen
manufatturers have fince confidered the propofed
arrangements : and they have again declared, that
their interefts cannot be materially affe@ted by the
competition of the manufa@ured goods ; while the
advantage of the raw material will remain folely to
Great Britain. But our Commentator, with his ac-
cuftomed decency, cenfures # their reafons ¢¢ as abe
“ furd”—and condemns their conduct, “ as allow-
“ing party to outweigh felf-interelt.” Few men
argue ablurdly againft theie private interefts to
public predileftions.. And the woollen manufac-
turers of the Weftern counties were too prudent
to gratify Mr. Wedgwood’s paffion for politics, at
the hazard of provoking Irifh retaliation : they faw,
that by oppofing the arrangements, in order to
pleafe a party, they“might probably lofe, but
could not poflibly gain. From this difcuffion of

woollens, we may now proceed with our Author to
the Article '

¢ L Y
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OF REFINED SUGAR.

He on this head of his fubjeét blames the fup-
pofed fecretary, not fo much for what the text has
faid, as for what it ought to have faid.  Our Com-
mentator admits, that though the Irifh will not be -
able to fupply the Britifh market with refined fugar,
they may fend it molafles, Whatever the text, or
the commentary may fay, the proper judges have
determined the point of policy in favour of the
arrangements. Lhe fugar bakers are perfeétly fa.
tisfied with the countervailing duties, which the
Irith have laid. And under the protection of fuch
duties the refiners determined, that the propofed
fyftem would not injure the Britifh trade.

But, fays our Commentator, the importation of
molaflfes at a low price will neceflarily fink the
value in Britain, and encourage the diftillery of
molafles, to the prejudice of the malt diftillery. He
is again entangled in his abfurdity of {uppofing,
that a circuitous voyage brings the commodity the
cheapef? to marker. If the traders can gain by the
importation of molafles, they will bring them di-
reftly from the Weft Indies, and not from Ireland.
The high duty on the importation will fufficiently
prore& the malt-diftillery. And our Author might
have known, that itis one of the greateft diffi-
culties of political ceconomy to reduce the prices,
which have once been high. From his contra-
di¢tory remarks on fugar, our Commentator pro-
ceeds triumphantly to

1 COT-
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COTTON.

¢ If Ireland has profited fo much, fays he, with
his ufual artifice, by a diftant trade, which is but
in its infancy, what may we not dread from her
having a,near market opened to her, where the
will have fo many advantages.” Whether Ire-
land has profited fo much by her American trade ;
whether Manchefter, which has fent cargoes to aa
almolt incredible extent to America fince the peace,
is likely to gain more, when fhe fhall receive re-
mittances ; are queftions which need not here be
difcufled. The Irith doubtlefs profited from the
opening of their ports in 1780: They fent out
ftill greater cargoes, as the Britith traders have
always done, when the return of peace offered
larger markets. And the Britith and Irith mer-
chants have an equal right to appear on equal
terms in foreign countries : The Britith have a right
too to fupply Ireland, as they have hitherto done,
on paying a duty of 10%-per cent. on the value,
with charges of importation, amounting to about
25 per cemt. more: And it is propofed to allow the
Irith to fend their Cotton manufa&ures to Britain,
on paying the fame duties, with the Excife (where
an Excife exifts) and charges of importation.

The Irifh (according to the fuggeftion of our
Author) are to relinquith the market, wherein they
have now a right to appear on equal terms, and
to find their principal fales in the market wherein
they muft pay an unequal duty and charges to a
H 2 : greater
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greater amount than the full profit on the goods.
This is the queftion, which our Author prefumes,
but does not prove: yet this is the only ‘queftion
which he ought to have proved.

If the reafonable profit of manufaéture is ad-
mitted to be double intereft of money, every parcel
of Britith goods, on which f100. had been ex-
pended, muft come to the Britifh market at [110.

On the other hand,

The Irith firft coft and proﬁt muf B f112 oo©
Tax 104 per cent. 11 15 6
Charges 2% per ceat. — 2 16 ©

126 11 6

——

In this view of the fubjec, the Britith manu-
fa&turer can afford to underfell the Irifh in the Bri-
tith marker £.16 115..6d.for every £1oo. firft coft
of goods. And when an excife is paid, they can
underfell the Irith comperitors {till more 5~ though
our Author will have'it, indeed *, that when Irifh
excifed goods are fuld, the confumer wili pay the
tax ; but when the Britith exciled goods are dif-
pofed of, the confumer will nor !

In oppofition"to this fatisfatory {tatement, our
Commentator appeals to ¢ the decifive evidence”
of the cotton manufalturers, who were examined
by the.Commitice of Council, and by the Houfe
of Commons. It is ridiculous to fpeak of < evi-°
decace given by perfon: on the faith of mere com-
moun report; let vs appeal rather to the evidence
fince'given to the Houle of Coinmons by perfons
who carried on the cotton manufadture in Ireland,

b s, TN
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and are come back to this country, to crofs the
water no more :—they could have no predilection
for Ireland, or her interefts; and they proved to
abfolute demonﬂrauon, that the people of that
country carry on the cotton manufacture, and ever
muft, from immutable circumftances, w© much
more difadvantage than we do:—{ome manu-
fa&urers, of which number thefe witnefles were a
part, were under the fame delirium in 1780, when
the Irith ports were opened, which fome are under
now : - They went over to that country in hopes of
carrying on a profitable trade; a few who went
with them died broken-hearted, and from a&ual
want. Subfcriptions were raifed in Manchefter,
and its neighbourhood, ta enable others to return ;
and the remainder are ftill in Ireland, indebted to
their mafters, and confined thereby to their {ervice.
Cotton wool-the lrith ' may doubtlefs obtain from
all the places of its growth, though, perhaps, not
cn better terms ; but they have as yet chiefly im-
ported it from Britain. They find here a cradit
which they have met at Smyrna, or Demeraray ;
though for this credit they maft pay an advance
on the price. In proportion a< manufaéturers are
poor, they require a longer credir, which creates
a greater rifques:. and this. longer credxt and greater
rifque the merchant never “halls“to confider in
fectling the price of the commodity. In fact,
cotton wool is generally dearer in lreland than in
England, from 2d. to 2 per pound. And the
Irith are, moreover, fubjected to the inconvenient
unftéadinefs of price, which always prevails in
narrow markets. This is the true caufe that cote
ton wool is always dearer in France than in Britain.
The cotton warps, which are now fpun by ma-
chinery,
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chinery, are generally imported from Bﬁ‘ai-‘?;%..g'

are dearer in Ireland, nearly in the fame prope
tion, as linen warps are cheaper. ' The Britith
warps are fold in the Irith market, after aning
the charges of importation, upon as good terms as
the Irifh-fpun warps. The country, whichy being
stfelf a manufa&uring country, furnifhes its neigh-
bour with the raw material, muft furely have no
fmall advantage. > SV

The low wages of labour in Ireland ; the lower
price of labour in Irelacd as five fhillings a weck
are to eight; are the fadls, or rather the mis-ftate-
ments, on which the manufa&urers have grounded
both their calculations and clamours. Thefe
mis-ftatements furnifh the chief argument againft
the propoled arrangements. And it may be pro-
per therefore to inquire.minutely how the fact
really ftands. \

The wages of common labourers are certainly

hicher in England thanin Ireland. Mechanics are

as amply paid'in the one country as in the other.
But, in every {pecies of weaving (except in plain

linen) the Irith weaver earns more money in pro--

portion to the_work dcne than the Englith, In
the cotton manufa&ure (for example), in Dublin,
fixpence a yard is paid for weaving a 45 beer cal-
Jico: whereas, in England, the average price of
fuch fanufacture is not quite threespence. The
well-known rates eftablithed at Dublin for work-
manfhip are higher than at Manchefter. This cir-
cumilunce induced the Irith to plant their cotton
manufa&ture at Profperous, on the border of the
“Bog of Allen. Hcre they eftablithed nominally the
Lancafhire prices: but there are fo many indul-
gences given of houle rent and machinery, and th;
wor
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work performed by the men for their wages is fo
much lefs, that the price of labour at Profperous,
and at other cotton manufa&ories in Ireland, is, in
fa&t, much higher than it is in England, A
working printer of linens, or cottons, ‘is paid in
Ireland a guinea a week, which is the ufua price
in England when the men work by the week 5 buc
when the printers work on tafk by the piece they
are paid higher wages in Ircland than in Lap.
cafhire. '~ And this laft fa& the manufaurers them-
felves acknowledged to the Committee of Council.

In order to confirm thefe fa&ts, and to leave no
room for donbt in any one’s mind, a comparative
ftatement of the prices, at which cottons can be
manufaured in Britain and Ireland, framed upon
an accurate attention to the refpedtive prices of
the raw materials and labour in both countries, is
now fubjoined for the public fatisfadtion.

No. I The Loweft Species of IRISH FUSTIAN,
30 Yards each piece, at 934, a Yard.

Irifh Money.

Linen war — 6s.

4% 1b. Smyrna cotton wool }[ o 12 g
 at 184. — 6s. 9od.

Weaving 30 yards at 234, - o 6 3

Spinning 43 1b. cotton ar rod. R 3

Dying and finifhing — © 19

Firft coft —_— —_— L1 46

BRI



( 64 )

BRITISH FUSTIAN.

Irith Meney.

Raw material e fo 12 ¢
Labour —_ - — . 0 3
I 2.0

The linen yarn being cheaper in Ireland than
in England, and the cotton dearer, the raw mate-
rial is ftated in the above calculations as equal
in both countries; the advantage on the yarn be-
ing fuppofed fufficient to counterbalance the difad-
vantage on the cotton. We here fee the caufe
why the export of fuftians to Ireland fhould have
rather declined, owing to the difference of 10 per
cent. in the price of linen yarn.

No.IL IRISH CALLICO; 28 Yards in the
Piece; price 15. 95d. a yard. |
, | Irith Money.
Raw ;lzazria], Weft India Cotton g lb.} [0 18 o

Spinning the warp 058 7
Spinning the weft —_— 0.6
Weaving, —_— 0 14 ©O
Bleaching —_— — o 1 9
Firft coft — B, £2 9 1@

BR I-
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BRITISH CALLICO.

En lﬁh war —— fo15 o
ngt p------------- - o016 8
Weaving — e o 8 o
Bleaching e — — o1 9
Firft coft — — L0 /%

However extraordinary, it is yet a fa&, that ftat.
ing the weaving of a 45 beer call:co at the higheft
price paid in England, viz. 8s. at'the lowelt paid
in Dublin, on a very late redu&ion, the difference
of weaving is no lefs than fix fhillings,

No. 1II. - Half Ell IRISH KING CARD), mixed
linen and corton, 36 yards, at 2s. 44. each.

Irith NIODEY.

Ib. limen yarn at 23, —- fo 10 o
13 1b. Weft India wool at 2. 1 6 o
Spinning — e — .13 6
Weaving 73 per yard —_ ¥ 2.0
Finithing, cutting, dying, &c. =— o012 ©

4 3 6

BRITISH KING CARD.
Il'ifh hi()ney.
5 Ib. linen yarn i fo 11 o
13 1b. wool at 15 104, S I 3 10
Spinning and weaving at 24, ad.per lb. 1 8 2
Finifhing — 012 O
' £3 15 o

1 The
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The manufacture of this article has mcreared
greatly during thefe few years, particularly

Dublin; and the annexed prices are perfc&ly uu-
derftood and determined.

No. IV: KING’s CARD, with Cotton Warp,
26 beers, 38 Yards.

b Irith Moncy.
ablithed price of Warp ready for :
the loom } £r 1 8
131 Ib. cotton wool at 2s. ¥y
Spinning - — o13 6
Weaving at 84. — — S e
Finithing — —_ 012 o©
Firft coft — > o A £4 19 6

Britih KING’s CARD.

Irith Money:
Price of the warp in England at the
higheft }£° ok

133 1b. cotton at 1s. 10d. — I 4 9
Spinning and weaving at 2s. 2d. gty
Finithing —_ —— 652 0
Firff coft —_— - £4 4 4

This atticle t60 has increafed in Ireland ; and
the prices are accurately ftated, and perfeétly un-
derftood.

Ne v,
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No.V. IRISH } ELL VELVERET, all
Cotton, 33 Yards.

Iri{h MOﬂCY.

Warp —_— e £1 3em $

16 1b. wool at 2s. T 112 ©

Spinning (—t —— o 16 o

Weaving at 9d. — — 1 8§ 6

Finithing —_— &% 2

Firlt colt — ~ —  fL6 5 4
BRITISH VELVERET.

Irith Money.

Warp — —_ — [o 18 4
16 b, of wool at 1+. 104, — I

B 4
Weaving and {pinning at 25, 24. perlb. 1 14 8
Finifhing e $..%.4

Firft coft

o

A an £5 4

The cutting, dying, finithing of velverets, are
cheaper in England than in {reland ; which, with
the difference in other branches of the labour,
make thus a difference of 20s. in one piece of vel-
veret. And to thefe articles of expence might have
been added coals, which are three times as high in
price at Profperous as at Manchelter, and yet are
a very effential article in the cotton manufa&ure.

Such, then, is the refult of thefe accurate ftate-
ments, which, on every trial, demonfirate how
much cheaper the cotton manufaéture is carried on
in Britain rhan in Ireland. If the manufalturers,
who have formed very different calculations, cannot

12 point
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point out any material inaccuracy, we muft infer,
that they have been too hafty to be accurare, and
have taken their information too much from com-
mon report,

The foregoing ftatements, founded as they are
on the actual fituation of the bufinefs, will furely
have proper weight with every well-meaning
mind. On thofe who objet to the intended ar-
rangements in the whole, becaufe they hope to
gain from confufion, they will probably have little
influence. Our Author will continue to' think #,
¢ That the opening of the Britih market to Ire-
“ land will have an_gmmediate effeét from the ad-
*¢ vanced f{tate to which the cetton manufacture has
¢ already attained in Ireland; and that the Irith
¢ can draw immediately for a great part of the
¢ amount of their gocds.” All this is much more
eafily faid than proved. ‘'That the fettlement of
thefe arrangeménts, znd with them of commercial
quiet between the fifter kingdoms, will have an
immediate effe@, is certainly trué, There will be
a great export of Britith manufatures, becaufe
conditional orders are already arrived, as Mr. Everet
informed the Committee of Council.  Bur, that
a country which has not yet fupplied its own mar-
kets thould at once fupply the very people who
have hitherto over-flocked their warchoufes, is a
pofition which may be left to the felf convition of
1rs own abfurdity. It has been pofiiively aflerted,
that Mr. Peele, who gave evidence art the bar of
the Houfe of Commons, of the danger of the Irith
pouring in their cotton manufactures here, under
all the difadvantages which have been ftated, does
hunfelf continue to fend large guantities of cal-

* P 71,
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licoes to Belfaft, where there is the largeft manu-
fatture of thofe articles in the kingdom; certain it
is, that great affortments do continue to .be fent
there cheaper after the payment of duties and
charges than they can be manwfactured in Ire-
land. | 2 g

Yet, our Author continues to think, that the
delay and éxpence of carriage to London will be
litle more to the Irifh than to the Lancafhire ma-
nufa@urer. From Profperous it will be almoft as
eafy (according to our Author) to fill the London
warehoufes as by the daily coach, by the weekly
waggon, or by the various nag:gatlons,-coaﬁ-wa}'s:
and internal, which fo commodioully connect Man-
chefter with every part of the kingdom as well as
with the Ealt fea by the Trent, and with the Weg
by the Meifey.

Under all thefe difadvantages, and with fuch
profpects before them, our. manufa@urers are to
emigrate with their capital, their ftock, and their
workmen, with Mr. Peele ar their head, o0 make
cottous, not for foreign countries, but for Great
Britain, Mr. Peele will do well to confider the
foregoing {tatements, which he will find fomewhat-
more accurate than his own, before he carries his
incautious threat into final execution.

From cotton, which is cercainly one of the moft

flourifhing of our manufactures, we may procecd
with our author 1o

LEA.
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The policy of the fifter kingdoms with regard
to this article, has hitherto been direétly the re-
verfe of each other. Hides untanned cannot be
exported from this country. Ireland has gene-
rally fent out two-thirds of hers in the raw ftate
owing to the wantof bark .~ 'We, who have that
article in plenty, commonly import from Ireland
about 80,000 hides undrefled.” Leather, in its
manufactured ftate, may be now imported from
Ireland on paying 77 per cent, of the value: We
may fend leather manufactured to | refand on pay-
ing 10% per cent. And the propofed arrangements
would admit the Irifh into this country on paying
the lower duty over and above all our duties of
Excife. But our Author afks, by which of the
Refolutions are they to pay this duty, and what is
the amount? The anfwer is under the 4th Refo-
lution; and, according to Eaton’s rates, the duty
is 1145, % on each tanned hide which ftands
rated at 10s. Our Author furnithes fo many in-
flances of confident ignorance or wilful misftate-
ment, that we ought to ditruft him everywhere.
Failing altogether in argument, he afferts at once,
« that there is not an article more effentially en-

* P22

+ It Zvas proved at the Bar of the Houfe of Commons, by a

fon who fells large quantities of bark annually both in
England and Ireland, that the price of that article is ‘upon an
average 6l. a ton in the lauer, when it is 41, in the former.
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* dangered by the new fyftem than this of leas
“ ther.,”  We may fafely truft the profperity of
the leather manufa@ures to the advantage we have
over the Irifh in a conftant and plentiful fupply of
bark, and to the duties on Importation with the
duties of Excife added to them, to which our own
manufactures are fubje&, and to the fuperior 1kill
and capital of our tanners. The increafe of re-
venue on leather alone evinces, that this js a very
flourithing manufa&ure, which may be invigorated,
but cannot be leflened by the competition of a
rival one, loaded with fo greata duty and fo many
charges, _

From leather, which our author Pertinacioufly
urges, will be fent to-a market, where it muft be
loaded with taxes and charges to the amount of
13 per cent. vather than to markets where the com-
petitiont will be equal; We may without fear pro-
ceed to

SOAP axp CANDLES.

Thefe are articles which are doublefs VEry wor-
thy of our care, whether we regard them as ob.-
je&s of commerce or of revenue.  Notwithftanding
the free' and equal competition® of the Irith in
foreign markets, the export of thefe articles ap-
pears from the Cuftom-houfe books to have va
ried little during the laft feyen years, and to be
now confiderable: Thus, though the Irith exporty
to America have increafed, the Britifh trade to that
country in the fame articles feems not to have di-

minifhed,
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minifhed. * But, according to our Author’s mew
theory of commerce, the moment that the duties
on the imports from Ireland are lowered to the
ftandard of the Irifh import duties, the Irifh traders
will quit an equal market and try a competis
tion in an equal one. They will no longer fend
their foap and candles to thofe markets where they
may fell, on paying equal duties, but they will
only traffic in Great Britain where they mult pay
an import duty of s jod. i X the hundred
weight on candles, and gs. 5d.y the hundred weight
on foap, befides the excile duties ‘peculiar to this
country. And, if we may believe the manufacs
turers themfelves, the Irifh goods are’ not fo well
manufadured as Britifh; yet, according to our aus
thor# ¢ the new fyftem will completely annihi-
« Jare the fale of Britith foap and candles.” Such
wild affertions carry with/them their own refuta-
tion. ‘The countervailing duties will amount to a
good deal more than the complete profit on the
fieft coft of the goods.  The Irith mutt, therefore,
have two whole profits on their goods, before they
can underfet the Britith in the home market. The
Irith have not yet driven the Britith from the
foreign marketg, wherein they pay no counter-
vailing duties; and they confequently cannot un-
derfel the Britith in our own marketsy, in which
they muft pay import as well as excife duties,
with the charges attending the conlignment; before
they can commence a commpetition.

Leaving our Author then entangled in his own
theory, and bewildered with the contradiétions of

* P 73
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g&ibwn witnefles on the fubje&t of ’foa% and can-
Jdles ¥, we fhall proceed 1o copfider what he fays
oﬂ the important fubject o ;

SRS o gy

Out Author fees this head of the propofed ar-
rangements with ftill more prejudiced eyes ;—
*Under the new fyftem we can ‘have o fecurity
(according to him +2 for the Britifb .marker, a5
there is nothing provided that can .make Ire and
‘ncreafe her duties either on impogptation or - ex-
portation.” B_y difcuffing the fubject of iron, in
the general, Without dividing, the complicated bu-
finefs into its feveral parts, defigning men have
raifed alarms without the fmalleft foundation for
‘them in truth. R

. :{hc great iron works of this country are  car-
‘ried on by two diftiné claffes of men ; by the iron
mafters, aud by the iron manyfaciurers, whofe in-
terelts are different, ‘and who are confequently
competitors with' each other, The capital of the
iron mafters is employed in converting the gr¢
into pigs, the pigs nto dbars, and the bars jnto
various fcaptlings, by flitting and rollipg, for
the various. nfes” of the manufaSurer. The fe-
‘cond clafs ‘confifls of the ftill MOTe NUMETOUS

'* The fair traders in {oa and candles received confiderable
‘ a ip

alliltance and ‘advantages from the cts 24 Geéo. 111, ch. 11—
36—48: . And the Irifh parliament havey during the prefent
, laid taxes on their makers of foap and candles.

P,
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body whofe capitals are employed in furnifhing
hardware, ironmongery, and cutlery. The firft
clafs are the fuppliers of the raw material; the
(econd are the confumers of it : the intereft of the
firft confifts in felling as dear as poffible ; and that
of the fecond in buying as cheap. The advan-
tages of the iron mafters further depend upon the
prevention of the import of any flit or bar iron.
The interefts of the cutlers, the ironmongers, and
button-makers, confift in allowing the import of
iron, whether bar, flit, or rolled, duty free, from
evéry quarter of the world.  But, the public in-
tereft having on moft occafions happened to con-
cur with the views of the iron mafteis, duties have
been impofed from time to time on foreign iron
imported, till it has rifen to £.2 16s. 15d. a ton.
The whole of which, except a moiety of the old
fubfidy, is drawn back on the exportation ; {o

that of the whole £2 16 1%
there remains only = — [0 36
and the drawback.is — — £ 12 7%

In this operation of revenue and regulation it is
apparent, that the interelt of the fecond clafs was
" facrificed to the firft, becaufe the raw material be-
came thereby fomewhat dearer in the home mar-
ket, and fomewhat cheaper in the foreign one.

Vet, under this management, the import of fo-
reign iron has increafed ; the making of pig, bar,
and flit iron, continues to augment year after year ;
and at mo time was there more work done by the
cutler, ironmonger, and hardwareman, than at pre-
fent.. The quantity of iron yearly imported, and

the
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the revenue thereon, were, according to a three
years average, ending

Tons. Taxes.
. with 1715 — 15036 — £.37,998
~ with 1782 — 42,638 £.131,006

It is generally fuppofcd, though the fact cannot
be known, becaufe it is carefully concealed, that
the quantity of iron made in Britain is nearly
equal to the quanuty imported. But much of the
foreign iron is again exported, and one fixth of
the whole to Ireland. And the home-made iron
has confequently a great advantage in the home
market.

Britifh bar iron is generally fold at /.20 per Ton

Swedifh — i7 .0 O
Ruflia afforted - — 16 o o
Ditto old fable — ——— Y5 850
Ditto new fable @ — - 14 5 ©

The great variety .of iron, which, at thefe dif-
ferent prices, we actually find in the home mar-
ket, evinces that each wariety is applied to fome
different purpofe : and we may prefume too, that
the Britifh bar iron is_applied to the moft valuable
purpofes, otherwife it could not ftand the compe-
tition of the foreign at fo low a price. The ma-
nufa&turers of Birmingham, Wolverhampton, and
Sheffield, have their choice which kind of iron,
whether bar, flit, or rolled, they will buy: and
they can afford to give /.20 a Ton for Britifh,
otherwife they would buy Ruffia old fable at
£.14 s0. The truth feems to be, what indeed is
acknowledged by all parties, that fo little of the
raw material goes into 2 button, or 2 knife, that

its_price is not of fo much confideration ; and that
K 2 i
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it is by the divifion and fubdififion of labour, and
by'a very peculiar {kill, the Pnglifh have excelled
the world in cutlery, ironmbngery, and 4n° hard-
ware, A - TN

If we may compare a trifling manofatture toa.
vaft'one, itmay be ‘obferved, that Ireland his her
iron mafters and her iron manufa&urers, though
upon a much fmaller fcale, whofe interefis are
equally diftin&, and who, in thée fame manner,
enter into competition with each other. Neither
clafs feem to have profpered hitherto, though the -
Trith might ‘always have fent their_iron wares to
any foreign ‘market (the Colonies till lately ex-
cepted), and even to Britain, though “in moft in-
ftances fubjet to high duties'here., The want of
ore, fuel, and other requifites, near ‘the fcite of
their furnaces, has allowed the ifon mafters very
little profic on’ their capitals. The augmented
quantity of foreign iron, which, year after year,
has been imported into Ireland, at the low duty
of ten fhillings and fix pence a ton, may have had
its ‘effc&.  There were. imported, according to 3
three years average, ‘ending s

© o with & 1773 — 951 Tons
with 1783 — 8661 |

of which from Britain in the frft

period — — 2218 Tons
Ditro from Ditto in the fecond 3736
Ditro from'the Eaft Country in the '

firlt period ' 3736
Ditto frét Ditto in the fecond 4624

We may ‘eafily infer, that the price of bar, flit,
and rolled iron, muft neceflarily be higher in Ire-
fandthan in Britain.  For, whether the importa-
tien be from the Eaft Country or from Britain,
N - 5 every
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every charge muft be enhanced. If from the firfl,
hie voyage is longer far, and more dangerous, and_
the ‘commodity is paid for in bills on London,
which are never accepted without a commiffion ; —
If the importation is from Britain, there -111uﬁj£p_
an additional profit to the merchant, and doyble
freight and double charges of “importation.
Owing to ‘thefe caufes chiefly, the prices of bar
iron, i Britain and in Ireland, are nearly as fol-

lows : |

Irith Prices. Britith Prices,
Irith and Britith bar /.20 per Ton £20 per Ton
Swedith 17 10" © 17 0 o
Rufha ' 16 16 W@ %1606

14" 13789

Notwithftanding the drawbick in Britain, and
the lower duty in Ireland, we' fee that, in fa&,
the prices are higher in Ireland than in Britain.
It is apparent, that the Iyifh iron mafters cannot
increafe much their inconfidersble quantity of bar
and flit iron, without laying greater duties on'the
mmport of foreign iron. ~Their interefts concurring
thus with the interéfts of the public there, as it
does here, it is at leaft poflible that the Irifh Par-
liament will imitate the Britith one in this refpe&.

It is a queftion, which requires a more ferious
anfwer, how far would the propofed arrangements
affect the intereft of Great Britain on the fubjet
of Iron. From this country we have hitherto fup-
plied Ireland'with iron. We have {ent to Ireland
during thie laft five years, fince the trade of Treland
was free; hard-ware and ifonmongery, to a greater
value than we ever did, in any former period.
Ireland may hereafter fend hers on the fame duties,
if the. Refolutions fhould pals into a law. She

2 infifts,

Nail Rods ‘and Hoops 18 15 o
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infits, that the principle of an equal commerce
requires, that fhe ought to have a fair chance in
+he Britih markets, by paying on the import the
fame duties as Britifh iron-wares pay in Ircland,
fubje€t however to further duties on importation
here, to countervail the difference of duty in  the
raw material in the two.countries. Would this be
injurious if the point fhould be granted ? It would
“however be a wafte of time to reafon further on
the impoffibility of Ireland fending her iron ma-
nufa&ures into this country ; becaufe the manufac-
turers. themfelves, who have exprefled moft fears
refpeding the propofed Refolutions, have never
fuggefled an idea of a rivalfhip in the home con-
fumption ; their apprehenfions are confined to the
competition in  the American and other foreign
markets, in which the intended arrangement makes
no alteration whatfoever,

Our author was fo employed in founding the
alarm about the high duties in Britain, and the low
ones on the import of iron into Ireland, that he
forgot to tell us the aétual price of the raw ma-
teiial in both.. He forgot too to mention, that
hardware, ironmongery, and cutlery, being now
made in Britain, as good and as cheap as poflible,
the Irifh cannot make them better, or cheaper ; he
has lcft us to conjedture, how it has happened,
that the Ruffians and Swedes do not excell the
world in cutlery. And we fhall leave him with the
iron mafters of Ireland to contrive ways and means
for pracuring additional duties on foreign iron, who
have alone an intereft in this meafure ; and pro-
ceed with him to the laft article

Of
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Of C O R N.

- Our Author feems to have written this thort
article with defign chiefly of fuggefting to the Scots,
that the Union is about to be violated, by the pro-
pofed arrangements. He knew, that the Scots
populace are the moft eafily led to tumult on the
fubje of vittual, from a fcarcity of which they
are moft apprehenfive, Yet, defpairing of fuccefs
from a meafure, whofe evident tendency is to keep
the price of grain fteady and uniform, he appeals
to the landed intereft, as being ‘in ¢ the moft im-
‘“ minent danger.” And in his zeal to inflame, he
forgot to mention, that this fteadinefs and uni-
“formity of price, in the corn-market, has been re-
commended by the moft judicious writers, as the
true intereft of the land-owners and farmers them-
felves, were the interefis of the poor out of the
queftion. )

But the 7th Refolution of the Irith parliament
makes an exprefs exception, “ as to corn, meal,
““ ‘malt, flour, and bifcuit :” So that the propofed
arragements do not, in facl, extend to the difficult

fubject of grain, which, as the fuppofed fecretary
has faid, ““ muft be arranged {eparately.”

Our author did not choofe to recollect that the
A&t of Union has been often explained, and fome-
times amended : That, during the fcarcity of the
year 1783, large quantities of grain were im-
ported from Ireland into Scotland, contrary to the
€Xprefs provifions of 74 Union : That ithas happily

become
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become one of the ftanding laws of the land, to
allow the importation of beef, bullocks, butter,
pork, and other articles of “ wvidual,” duty free,
from Ireland, though not from foreign countrie.
It would perhaps be wife to extend the principle
of their regulation. to the permitting of  the-
fiter kingdoms to fupply each other with grain,
when the price rifes above a proper medium;to be
agreed on and eftablifhed. The home markets of
beth would thereby be fupplied with corn at rea-
fonable rates. If our Author thinks, that high
and fluGuating prices are for the advantage of any
clafs, he may be anfwvered in his own language,
¢¢ the whole body of manufatturers throughout
¢ _Great Britain are of a very different opinion.”
Happy is it for our domeftic quiet, that the
country gentlemen and farmers are not aétuated by
a monopolizing fpirit, otherwife no prudence or
policy could prevent a civil war at the end of
every harveft. So difficult is it to arrange the
complicated interefts of an empire of various com-
petitors. :

From minute difcuffions with regard to our na-
vigation, our manufattures, and our agriculture,
our author proceeds to more general declamations,
as to

Tax' EQUIVALENT.

He ‘naturally calls the attention of his readers
to the terms of Union with Scotland. It was the
policy of that epoch to unite the fubjefs of -the

{ame
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fame king, It was the ¢ retrograde wifdom, of Jate
¢ times,” to divide the empire, by making their
legiflatures more diftin&, and the trade of the
Difter kingdoms more, free with foreign countries
than frequent with each other, . But it is the
avowed principle of the propofed arrangements to
conjoin the divided ptigffr_e, by a ftronger fenfe of
mutual affeGtion and intereft, to kait them together
by communications both of confidence and com-
merce.  In flating how much Scotland was to give
¢ towards payment of the debts of England,
“ previous to the Union,” our Author forgets 74e
equivalent, which was conferred on her, of. half a
million : and in eftimating the equality of trade, he
aslittle recolleds, that the annual fum of two thou-
fand pounds was granted for ever towards pro-
‘moting  the woollen and other manufatures of
Scotland.  But, though not invidioufly, it may be
truly faid, that the revenue paid by Scotland is not
equal to the one-fifth part of that paid by Ireland;
of which a furplus is_ hereafter to be given to
this country towards the general expence of the
empire, befides maintaining a part of our military
abroad, and fupporting her whole civil and mili-
tary eftablifhments at home. The revenue vielded
by, the one country or the other .was not, perhaps,
the chief objeét in defiring a clofer union with
cither. It was a defire of that energy which arifes
from bringing the disjointed parts, of the fame
country clofer together ; it was the dread of future
{eparation; it was our inclipation to preferve mu-
‘tual good will, and to obrain future good odfices ;
that eftablithed the union with Scotland, and pro-

duced the arrangemebts with Ireland. :
g v n
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In treating of equivalents we ought to confider
the value of what we give, before we weigh in 2
fetupulous balance what we ‘are about to receive.
The trade of the fifter kingdoms with foreign coun-
tries  is to bé adjufted in fuch a manner as that an
effetual preferetice fhall be given to the produce
of each other.” Such a preference was always
given by the Jaws of both.  And were this propo-
fal to be carried mto practice, it would rather be the
continuance of tie old than the introduttion ofan?'
new regulation.” England’ appears to- have at all
times engroffed the principal pattof the trade of
freland.  And it is eafy to forcrell which of them
will in future pofiefs the grearct commercial ad- -
vantages. That this country will enjoy a monopoly
of confumption, our Author will not, however, be-
lieve, though the Irith Pafliament have impofed,
fince the refolutions were "paffed, a daty of 10
per cent. of the value on almoft every article of
merchindize imporeed, except from Great Britain.

But American ‘produce is hereafter to be {ent
from the ports of Ireland to Britdin. Such 2 pro-
pofal nat'ural‘li’/I leads us to confider that, as 'far 'ds
that has any effect, it muft increafe the quantity of
fhipping and fréight. * 'The ifland, which muft in
every age have the greateft number of fhips, will
derive the greateft benefit, whedher we regatd the
public ‘or the individual. - Much was, doubtlefs,
given when Ireland was allowed to wraffic to Africa
and Ametica. But, it is not quite fo clear what
peculiar benefit is to refult 1o Ireland, by allowing
the furplus merchandize (if any), which may be col-
le@ed from that intercourfe, to be fent to Britain,
in Briiifh fhips, by Briuth fobjeéts  Were ‘thefe
furplufles to be fent to Hamburgh (as by law they

" - may),
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ay), the profit of the fales would be loft to the
gri,tifh' merchants. On the other hand, were thef= .
furplufles tranfmitted. to Britain, the advantage of
the fales and the remittance would be faved to
Britifh refidents. Mutual dealings always create
mutual benefits. And till it is clearly fettied what
peculiar gain would refult to Ireland, wherein
Britain does not participate, it cannot be determined
what equivalent ought ro be given by one country
to the other. ~From this meafure, our Author,
however, infifts, ¢ * that Ireland is gradually to in-
“ tercept all the great fources of revenue, which
¢ bave flowed from the interchange of the various
* commodities of the various quarters'of the world
“ with our own native commodities.” . By thutting
the ports of Ireland, the interception, which he thus
deplores, would partly enfue. By opening her
ports, we fhould furnith a large proportion of her
foreign cargoes, and receive in return the pro-
dults of foreign countries. And the interchange
being matually advantageous, it is difficult to de-
cide what equivalent ought to be afked, or given,

- Where the manufa@ures of the fifter kingdoms
are already imported into each other duty-free, it
is propofed that a regulation, which has proved fo
beneficial to both, fhall always continue. In this
cale, according to our Author, there is nothing
new givent: and confequently there is nothing for
which a return ought to be afked.

But, where moderate duties are paid on one fide,
and prohibitary ones on the other, it is propofed to
reduce the tax to the molt modcrate rare. On this
head of the arrangements Ireland would apparently

%P, 8. + P90,
L 2 have
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have the advantage. But, in return, the allowsto
be fent, on eafy duties, raw materials to the amc t
of half a million, without which this cou_ntrj'm'
depend on other nations. On which fide th{i:aﬁ,,
vantage, in fuch an interchange of manufadture for
raw material, would ultimately turn, requires not
the fpirit of prophecy to foretell; '~ NG
" Diftrated as much by temper as by zeal of op-
pofition, our Author views Ireland * ¥ cloathing
¢ herfelf withthe ready fpoils of the Briti(h mar-
< ker.”  Inftead of acquiring any equiyalent from
Treland, we are, according to him, about 10 impa-
verifth the moft produétive of our own taxes by the
emigration of confumers : The "ftockholders dre
thereby to lofe their fccurity 4, and’ the land-
holders their rc?fs. Yet he célebrates at the {ame
fime the .wifdom of the reign of Queen Anne,
which gave, by the ad of Union, a perpetual an-
nnity, for encouraging the manufactures of Scot-
i | a3 - &oub
~ 1t 1 might.ufe our Anthor’s language, T' fhotild
fay, this,Wwas giving a bounty on the emigration of
the Englifh to_Scotland. But, has this’ bounty
produced {uch am_emigration ? Or has it been
conftantly f8id, "by writers of no fmall accouns,
‘that England had become depopulated during the
f:ourfe of the préfent century but from the vaft
infux of people from Scotland and Ireland.- The
tide i3, now: to turn. And the emigration is'at

-

7 o Pgel o ¢ ., w1q Lo
“i 1§ Swnce ¥ele refolutions have been depending, indeed finae
the' pullic had theen _perfuaded ot their being accedeyd tog the
Rocks have rifen more than 4l. per cent. and that too at a time
of the year when they are generallyy falling, previous to the
budget. N ok '
Vs length
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length to flow from the rich country ‘to the poor ;
from the country where the induftrious claffes live
well to that where they wonld live worfe ; from:
the country where the labouring poor have a tight
to a comfortable provifion, durin’g‘ ficknefs or age,to
the kingdom *“ where there are no parith eftablifh-
“ ments, no fan&uary for the ‘aged and infirm.”
All this is not only probable, but, according to
our Author, is certain. v 4%

Mr. Peele is to retire to Ireland. He too had
his concealments at the bar of "the Houfe of Com-
mons, as our Author has before the public. 'He
did not tell what he knew to be too true, that he
has in Lancalhire many competitors in  every
branch of his bufinefs, who would rejoice to fee
him depart ; who are daily enticing his beft work-
men, and foliciting his moft éonftant cuftomers ;
who are puthing him off the ffage, that they may
fill his place. * Such are the conftant competitions
of ‘a manufatturing country.” The old, or the
opulent, no fooner retire, than their ftations are
inftantly occupied by the young, or the adven-
turous. = Mr. Peele'mdy carry his cath to Ireland s
but he cannot eafily tranfport’ his warehoufes, his
workmen, ‘his credit, or his cuftomers. If that
‘were poffible, he would after all have the difadvan-
fages to encounter which have ‘been already ftated.
It is of no confequence to' the ftate, whether the
revenue is paid by the hand of Mr. Peele, or by
that of his greateft rival.
~Loud‘as our Author has founded the alarm, the
ftock-holders and land-holders' have therefore little
to fearis. They Have both fuffered too much from
the ‘American war, to hope for any good from the
revival of civil difputes. And their true intereft

' confifts
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confilts too much in domeftic quiet, and in the
long abfence of war, tO aid our Author, or his
party, in embroiling our affairs a-new. .Y

But what plan of proportionate, or any {up-.
plies, afks our profound Commentator, may be ex-
pected from Ireland in the event of future wars ?
This queftion may be anfwered by another : When
has Ireland ever fhewn a backwardnefs to contri=
bute on emergencies ? did fhe not ‘hold out ber
hand to affift in extricating this country in the laft
war, Wwhich was an unpopular one there? and
what was at laft clofed by the fenfe of parliament
here, after having long been againft the fenfe of
the country, While the refidence of the mutual
Sovereign of both kingdoms is confined to the
greater by 2 thoufand bonds, the Britifh Minifters
muft be intrufted with the government of both for
the happinefs of each: and, being thus invefted
with a great truft, they muft-be anfwerable for the
faithful difcharge of 1t to,a great tribunal. It is
to this truft and to, this refponfibility to which we
muft refer our.Auther  for an{wers to many
queftions, as 10 the future conduét * of Ireland, in
foreign or domeftic policy-

He is, however, too angry to be eafily fatisfied.
He will 'noc believe, that Ireland is in earnefl,
though her Parliament has acually impofed addi-
tional fakesy AMOUNLING 10 £1.50,000,10 compliance
with her virfual engagements. Nor will he credit
the {olemn affurances of the Irifh Lords and Com-
mons, 4hat the propofed arrangements contain 4
fnal “efablifbment . of., their commercial inter¢fis.
‘And while he endeavours to inftil diftruft into

" # P84
others,
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others, he will have no confidence in the declara-
tions of the Irith Parliament made to the Crown,
*“that this fyftem, being thus eftablithed on the
“ firm bafis of reciprocal advantages, will effé&tu-
“ ally ftrengthen and cement the common intereft
“¢ and mutual affe&ion of ‘both kingdoms, and will
¢ indiffolubly unite the efforts of all  his Majefty’s
“ fubjefts of Great Britain and Ireland, in ‘main-
“ taining the ftrength, increafing the refources,
““and extending the power of the Britith empire.”

Thefe reprefentations, however weighty, force
1o convittion on our Author’s tind.  In vain does
the Irith legiflature reafon, That the commercial
intereft of Ireland being finally fettled, the advan-
‘tage of the one kingdom ought to'be deemed the
profit of the other ; that the benefits of each bein
thus mutual, the revenue, private and public, of
both, ought to be calculated ‘as'the firmeft found-
ation of the Britith empire’; that; a&uated by thefe
confiderations, the legiflature had augmented its
ftanding income, and ‘provided an increafing fund
for contingent purpofes, in order to evince to the
world, that the conjoined ftrensth of both king-
doms ‘will form in future the colle@ed power of
the whole.
- Candour ought to admit, that were it true, as
our Author afferts in the midft of his reverie, that
‘the emigration of the Britith manufadturers, the
transfer of Britith wealth, the defalcation of Bri-
tith revenue, and the general impoverifhment of
the Britith people, are to refult from the propofed
arrangements ; no poffible equivalent ought 1o be
“regardqd as adequate. How far {uch affertions,
however, are founded; how far they are not de-
firoyed by their own wildnefs; muft be left 1o the
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decifion of thofe who have had; the, patience to
perufe the foregoing pages. | 1
" The length and _ the tedioufnefs of thcfc.ﬁm&
will, it is hopcd,-;bﬁ'attributed,\ in {fome meafure,
10.a defire of yindicating truth from th fophifms
«of defign ; of expofing the faftious purpofes of .a
party man ; who, haviog formerly, loft his:popu-
larity by defending the rights of Ireland, now, con-
tradi@ts himfelf by auempting to regain , what he
‘had'loft in a juft canfe; and, who, . having ac-
.quired credit by avowing - the, moft diberal fenti-
ments on the fubjeds of commercg and governs
‘ment, choofes, from whatever, mgptive, to relin-
_quith . his confequence, by’ propagating, the in-
terefted jealoufies of  petty minds ;. and , who,
_having, with his friends, loft his, firuation in at-
‘ tempting a meafure, whicn would have eftablifhed
them in power to. the defiruction of the conflity-
. tion, NOW attempts to.make.a ftalking hotfe of the
mavufacturers of this country, ia order to overfgt
the prefent Adminiftragon, ‘who cannot bave any
felfith view in - carrying the prefent . mealure.
‘Malignity has, not indeed imputed an interefled
‘motive to them inany part of . the bufinefs. . The
beft Anfwer, however, which can be given to his
. objections, and to-the clamours of his. party, may
be at laft found in the Report of the Committee
~of Coungils The prefent queftion,. fay they, is
< not, whether the propofed Syftem of Commeice
- % js better or worfe than .that: which, exifted be-
¢ fore,the change made in the Irith Conftitu-
¢ tiony bat, whether it is better or.worfe than
o thav which, if fome agreement 1s not gnaﬂc, is
% Jikely now to take place. 10
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